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Cases Reported this Week. 
Aramayo Franeke Mines (Lim.), Re, and Re Trading with 
the Enemy Act, 1914 ‘ 
Guardian Assurance Co. (Lim.), 
panies (Cons lidation) Act, 1908 
Hudson and Another v Bray 
Johnson v. Braham & Campbell . 
Willis, Re. Crossman vy. Kirkaldy 


Current Topics. 
The Meeting of the Law Society. 

THE GENERAL meeting of the Law Society, which was held 
on 26th January, gave the president, Mr. Eacar, the oppor- 
tunity for reviewing several matters of current interest in 
a very excellent and interesting speech. The most important 
question of the hour is the absorption of solicitors and their 
clerks, as of other classes of the King’s subjects, in military 
service. This, we imagine, has been carried to such a length 
that solicitors’ officers will not bear further depletion—not 
even to satisfy the possible demands of Mr, Nevitte CHam- 
BERLAIN’S department Mr. Ecear called attention to the 
importance of the work of solicitors in respect of revenue, and 
this is only one branch of work that must be carried on if the 
State is to be kept going "As to the special business which 
it was proposed to bring before the meeting the admission 
of women as solicitors—we are content to follow the example 
of the meeting and of the recent meeting of the Bar, and 
lefer discussion till a more favourable season. Certain tem- 
porary changes in business life have been forced upon us, and 
it mav be that after the war it will be as difficult to get back 
to normal! professional practices as it will be for trade unions 
to recover their oval inteed customs But the present is no 
time for permanent organi changes 


Revising Barristers and Electoral Reform. 

THERE IS one matter arising out of the electoral reforms 
recommended by the Speaker’s Committee which is of 
peculiar interest to the Bar. No reference is in terms made 
to the position of revising barristers, but if the recommenda- 
tions are adopted by Parliament and given statutory form, 
the office of reviser automatically ceases. For the parlia- 
mentary and local government registers, it appears, are to be 
prepare 1 in future by a special registration officer in each con- 
stituency, who is to redraft his list twice a year, and from 
whom an appeal will lie to the county court judge. In the 
case of counties this new official is to be the clerk to the County 
Council, and in the case of boroughs the Town Clerk. 
Evidently in this scheme there is no place for either the 
overseers of the poor, who at present prepare the lists, or the 
barrister who revises them. Although the committee does not 
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actually say so, we presume that appeals will lie, both on fact 
and in law, from registration officer to county court: at least 
this seems to follow from the wording of Recommendation 
1 (7), namely, ‘‘ An appeal from the decision of the registra- 
tion officer shall lie to the county court No doubt the new 
officer will be faced with much the same difficulties in deciding 
upon claims which at present face the revisers, for the law 
does not establish a simple uniform franchise: it simplifies the 
system by abolishing all qualifications except (1) residence, 
(2) business occupation and (3) university graduation. But 
this still leaves open many questions as to nationality, character 
of business, occupation, and nature of residence, which, doubt- 
less, will trouble the person who must decide on claims. To 
assist him the committee (Recommendation 2 (12)) advise that 
the franchise law be codified—an admirable suggestion, which 
we trust will be adopted. Since the revising barrister has to 
go, we trust that Parliament and the Treasury will act equit- 
ably towards him, and offer him either some other employ- 
ment of an alternative kind or fair compensation. It is true 
that the office of reviser is in strict law only an annual appoint- 
ment; but in practice it has been a permanency, and there 
seems no reason why the principle of compensation recognized 
by the Legislature in the case of publicans deprived without 
fault of their annual licences should be ignored in the case of 
a class surely not less meritorious. 


The Registrars of Our Courts. 

THE puTiEes of the registrars of our various Courts differ 
greatly in extent and importance. A registrar, properly so- 
called, is a ministerial officer, like the registrar of births, 
marriages and deaths, whose duty is simply to keep a register 
and chronicle events. This duty did not, we suppose, occupy 
the whole of their time, and a variety of business was by statute 
or usage annexed to the offices of the registrars of different 
Courts. We have accordingly the registrars in bankruptcy, 
whose duties at the present day are for the most part judicial ; 
who hear bankruptcy petitions, make receiving orders and 
adjudications thereon, hold the public examination of debtors, 
grant orders of discharge, and summon persons supposed to have 
property of the debtor in their possession. Passing on to the 
Admiralty Court, the registrar exercises the powers of a judge 
in chambers, assesses the amount of damages in cases of 
collision, and assumes jurisdiction in matters regulated by the 
practice of the Court In the case of the county courts the 
business of the registrar was almost wholly ministerial: but 
in the case of undisputed claims for debts he is now autho- 
rized to settle the terms and conditions of payment. He is 
also authorized to investigate matters of account, and finally, 
on the application of the parties and by leave of the Court, to 
deal with a disputed claim where the amount does not exceed 
£2. There are registrars in the Chancery Division, but the 
masters of that division relieve the registrars of a large part 
of the business assigned to them in other tribunals. We have 
said enough, we think, to shew that it is scarcely possible to 
give any exact definition of the duties of a registrar, and that 
when they are defined by statute the Legislature has generally 
been guided by a regard to immediate convenience. , 


Witnesses’ Expenses in Divorce. 

Two Pornts of importance in divorce practice have come up 
this week. Both arise out of Gayer v. Gayer (Times, 30th 
ult ), an unsuccessful appeal from a decision of SHEARMAN, J., 
sitting as additional divorce judge. His lordship had refused 
to allow an affidavit to be used as an alternative to calling 
New York witnesses or sending a commission to take evidence 
in that Stafe, for the purpose of proving adultery on the part 
of the respondent. : 
Court of Appeal 


For reasons which we consider below. the 
have now upheld this decision, but 
Scrutton, L.J., strongly dissented from the view of his 
brethren. His view was based in the main on two principles : 
(1) the desirability of equalizing divorce between rich and 
poor by removing the obstacle of expense whenever that is 
the only obstacle to a divorce, and (2) the new situation 





arising out of the assistance now given poor persons to obtain 
divorces. The recent poor person procedure has enormously 
increased the number of divorce petitions brought tn forma 
pauperis, and now these form a great part of divorce practice. 
But the recent reform only provides the poor person with the 
assistance, gratis, of a barrister and a solicitor in addition to 
securing him or her the payment of court fees. It does 
nothing to bring his witnesses into court, for it does not pay 
their expenses of attendance. The result is that where a peti- 
tion is undefended the procedure affords great benefit— in fact, 
is apt, in the opinion of many practitioners, to be abused 
But where the case is defended and witnesses must be brought 
from Newcastle or Cornwall to London—to take his lordship’s 
illustration—even a poor man must find £40 or £50 at least 
in order to get his divorce. Where the matrimonial offence 
takes place in a different hemisphere the expense is still more 
insuperable. The only remedies for this state of affairs are 
either decentralization of divorce, so that the petitioner can 
sue at the assize or county court nearest to his home, or some 
means of dispensing with the attendance of witnesses. Even 
the former alternative, were it adopted, would not always be 
of much use since adultery is often—perhaps usually—com- 
mitted in some distant place from which evidence can only be 
procured at considerabie expense. The alternative—namely, 
to permit evidence on affidavit, subject to attendance for cross- 
examination in a proper case—is, however, a very drastic one, 
and judges are not likely to avail themselves of it readily. 


Affidavits in Divorce Proceedings. 

Now 1n Gayer v. Gayer (supra) the Court of Appeal had 
actually to consider how far our existing High Court proce- 
dure allows of evidence by affidavit in divorce. The facts of 
the case are simple. The petitioner alleged that her husband 
had deserted her in 1908 and had since resided in America, 
where, she said, he was at present openly living in New York 
with a woman who passed as his wife. To bring divorce wit- 
nesses from New York to London would be almost impossible 
in the present state of hostilities, even if such were the natural 
procedure in such a case. A commission to take evidence in 
New York would be too expensive. So the petitioner took out 
a summons asking for leave to prove the respondent’s adultery 
by affidavit. R.S.C., ord. 30, r. 7, allows ‘‘ the court or a 
judge,’’ on the summons for directions, to ‘‘order that 
evidence of any particular fact, to be specified in the order, 
may be given by statement on oath of information and belief, 
and by production of documents or entries in book, and by 
copies of documents and entries, or otherwise as the court or 
judge may direct.’’ This rule was made in 1894, under the 
power conferred by the Judicature Act,1894, s. 3, which enables 
the ‘court to dispense with strict legal modes of adducing 
evidence when necessary in the interests of justice ; but hitherto 
its chief use has been in the Commercial Court, although 4 
summons under it can be taken out in the Chancery Division: 
Baerlein v. Chartered, d&c., Bank (1895, 2 Ch. 488). In the 
Commercial Court it is now frequently used, although there 
is a lack of reported cases owing to the fact that it only arises 
in interlocutory matters heard in chambers, which seldom g9 
to the Court of Appeal. In one unreported case, within the 
writer’s recollection, the commercial judge, and the Court of 
Appeal affirming him, allowed documentary evidence to be 
given of matters occurring in Mexico, since they were satisfied 
that the disturbed state of affairs in that country prevented 
the holding of a commission to take evidence in Mexico City. 
In the Divorce Court, however, a statutory court set up by the 
Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857, the procedure is still governed 
by rules of its own, and section 46 of that Act lays down rules 
as to how evidence must be given. It provides for the attend- 
ance of witnesses in open court “‘ in all proceedings before the 
court in which their attendance can be had ”’; it has a provi 
sion as to affidavits verifying the petitioner’s and respondent's 
cases, but this is limited to the evidence of the parties them- 
selves. By rule 188 of the Divorce Rules, a party can apply 
and obtain an order giving liberty to prove by affidavit when 
the attendance of witnesses cannot be procured. But the 
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settled practice of the Court, laid down in Adams v. Adams 
(29 L. T. 699), has been that only such minor matters as the 
marriage, the domicile, and the separation—?.e., ‘‘the mere 
fringe of the case,’’ in Sir James HANNEN’s words, can be so 
Adultery and other matrimonial wrongs must be 
proved by the evidence of witnesses in court. The reason for 
this is the necessity of avoiding collusion. That view and 
practice the Court of Appeal has just upheld as sound, and 
Mr. Justice SHEARMAN’s order was affirmed. 


proved. 


Patents Taken Out by Employees. 


Ir aN employee invents something and takes outa patent for 
his invention, then, in the absence of a special contract the 
patent primd facie belongs to him, even though he worked out 
his idea in his employer’stime and with the use of his employer’s 
materials. But if it is inconsistent with the good faith that 
ought to be inferred or implied as an obligation arising out of 
his employment for him to be entitled to hold the patent bene- 
ficially, he will be declared to be a trustee of it for his employer. 
These principles were involved in the recent case of the British 
Reinforced Concrete Co, yv. Lind, before Eve, J. There the 
defendant was employed in the drawing office of the plaintiffs, 
and, the plaintiffs being invited to tender for a contract, their 
chief engineer invited the co-operation of the defendant in pre- 
paring a scheme on which to tender. A scheme was ultimately 
arrived at complying with all the conditions on which the 
parties inviting the tender insisted, and to comply with one of 
such conditions the defendant made an invention and took out 
a patent for it. The defendant claimed to retain the patent 
on the ground that the invention was something outside his 
contract of service. Eve, J., decided that it was necessary, not 
only to regard the contract of service, but also the circumstances 
under which the particular invention was made, and the par- 
ticular piece of work on which the defendant was engaged ; and 
he held that ‘‘ the terms of this particular employment imposed 
upon him’’—the defendant—‘‘a duty and obligation, and it 
isinconsistent with that duty and obligation that he should be 
allowed to retain for his benefit the, results of the skill and in- 
ventive ability which in discharging that obligation he applied 
to this particular matter.’’ The plaintiffs were accordingly 
held entitled to a declaration that the defendant was a trustee 
of the patent for them, and that he was ‘‘ accountable to them 
for any advantages from his legal ownership of that which was 
their beneficial property throughout.’’ It is noticeable that 
the result would have been the same if the defendant had 
quitted the plaintiffs’ service and taken out the patent subse- 
quently. 


The Right to Deviate. 


One or the leading principles of charter-party construction 
had to be considered under very novel circumstances by Mr. 
Justice Sankey in Re Petition of Right of Benjamin Smith & 
Vo. (Times, 16th ult.). Every charter-party, in the absence 
of an express bargain to the contrary, is made subject to certain 
implied warranties on the part of the shipowner which are con- 
ditions precedent to the enjoyment by him of his contractual 
rights, whether these latter rights take the form of his positive 
claim to freight, or his negative right to rely on the exceptions 
i the charter. These implied warranties are—the war- 
ranty of initial seaworthiness, of non-deviation from the per- 
mitted route of the voyage, and of no illegal intent in the 
voyage. To get over the awkward warranty of non-deviation, 
itis usual to take in the charter very wide liberty to deviate ; 
but, in the absence of express provision, this is well known not 
to be enough to justify what really amounts to an abandon- 
ment of the voyage. In Re Benjamin Smith & Co. (supra), 
the petitioners had shipped in a Commonwealth of Australia 
steamship at Melbourne a cargo of sheepskins for London. 
The bill of lading contained the usual exceptions, including 
that of the act of the King’s enemies; it had also the’ almost 
*qually usual wide deviation clause, giving right to call at any 
intermediate ports on the way. As a matter of fact, the steam- 

P was diverted by the Government when in the Mediter- 


ranean, and there used to transport stores to and fro between 
various Egyptian and Eastern ports ; finally she was torpedoed. 
Now it is clear that the goods of the suppliants were lost by 
an excepted peril, the act of the King’s enemies. It is equally 
clear, however, that this exception could not be relied on by 
the Crown if the vessel had in fact abandoned her intended 
voyage in order to act as a tender or transport in the Eastern 
Mediterranean. . The question, therefore, is this simple issue : 
Did the temporary employment of the ship en route as a carrier 
of stores indicate a real deviation from her normal and proper 
voyage? His lordship held that, in view of the fact that the 
ship started as a Government ship with troops on board, the 
user of her en route for auxiliary military purposes must be 
regarded as a disclosed object. of the voyage; therefore there 
was no deviation and the exception held good 


Probate ‘‘ Ante Mortem.” 

WE are presented in one of the American legal periodicals 
with a scheme for the reform of the present mode of obtain- 
ing probate of a will in common form. This scheme is headed 
‘‘ante mortem probate.’’ Our attention is called to the dis- 


putes and litigation which often arise in the proof of wills; 
disputes as to the sanity of the testator; as whether he was 
subjected to undue influence and other difficulties; which it is 
thought might be avoided if the testator were authorized, not 
merely to prepare his will, but to take the necessary steps for 
having the document authenticated or “‘ legalized ”’ 


by some 
public official. The will having been first drawn up by the 
testator, a day is fixed for his attendance before the official, in 
order that the document may be executed, and that there 
may be due consideration of the testator’s petition that his 
will may be admitted to probate. Notice of the will is to be 
given to the heirs at law (a troublesome provision, we should 
think), and it is to be in the option of the testator whether 
his will shall be sealed up or open to inspection. The effect 
of these provisions is supposed to be that it will obviate any 
question after the death of the testator as to the forgery of 
the will, or as to his being of sound mind, memory and under- 
standing Objections may easily be taken to this scheme, 
founded on the absence in England of notaries or public 
officers, who, in the different States of the Continent, exercise 
important functions in the authentication and registry of docu- 
ments. English testators would not easily be reconciled to a 
law like that in France, which requires wills to be presented 
to the Court of First Instance to be registered and deposited 
with a notary chosen by the Court. But we are disposed to 
think that some provision might be made in the county court, 
or elsewhere, for the poorer class of testators, for whom a 
simple form of will might. be available, which could be duly 
executed with the sanction of an experienced official. 


The Military Service Acts. 


II11.—Exceprtions to Statutrory LiaBitity (continued). 





2 is a troublesome one because of the absence 
of definitions in either of the Acts. It excludes (1) members of 
His Majesty’s Regular and Reserve Forces. Now there are 
definitions of ‘‘ Regular ’’ and ‘‘ Reserve’’ Forces in the Army 
Act, s. 190 (8). ‘‘ Regular Forces ’’ is there defined as includ- 
ing ‘‘ officers and soldiers who, by their commission, terms of 
enlistment, or otherwise, are liable to render continuously for 
a term military service to His Majesty in any part of the 
world, including the Royal Marines and His Majesty’s 
Indian Forces and the Royal Malta Fencible A rtillery.’’ 
‘* Reserve Forces ’’ are defined as meaning the ‘‘ Army Reserve 
Force ’’ and the ‘‘ Militia Reserve Force.’’ The practical effect 
of this is that the following classes are excluded from the term : 
(i.) Territorials, (ii.) Volunteers in the new Volunteer Force, 
(iii.) the Navy and the Royal Naval Volunteer Reserve, (iv.) 
the Forces of the Dominions other than India, and (v.) mem- 
bers of the ‘‘ Territorial Reserve’’ and the ‘‘ National Re- 
’__neither of which comes within the definition of ‘‘ Re- 
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serve Forces Of course, some of these classes are excepted 
by other expressions in this and subsequent exception clauses 
Again, paragraph 2 excludes from the operation of the Act 
(2) member of forces raised the Gi His 
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in the Guards, and although that case was withdrawn 
when before the Divisional Court at the suggestion of the 
Court, the Judge, evidently considered that this clause pro- 
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RHaps the most important class of ‘‘ excepted, listin- 
’ men, at any rate the class which 
to come before magisterial courts most frequently in 
future, ‘rejected men.”’ This 
in the following way Paragraph 6 of the First 
Schedule to the first Act excepted (infer alios) “ men who h 
offered themselves for enlistment and been rejected since 
fourteenth day of August, 1915.” Had this provision 
1 unaltered such man would have been free from 
of But section 3 (2) of the second Act made 
in important change in the position of these men, for it enacted 
t! Paragraph 6 of the First Schedule to the principal Act 
hall, on the first day of September, 1916, cease to apply toa 
who has offered himself for enlistment and been rejected 
fourteenth day of August, 1915, if the Army Council 
are satisfied that he should again present himself for medical 
examination and send him written notice to that effect before 
the first date Obviously this provision at once 
introduced an element of uncertainty into the position of these 
men Its effect clearly is to render liable to conscript service, 
receipt of the Army Council’s written not 
rejected men previously excepted. 
Before considering in detail the precise effect of this s 
sub-section, it 
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Council Instruction 1390, is perhaps a ‘‘certificate of dis- 
charge’ from the reserve, but is not a certificate of discharge 
‘on the ground of disablement or ill-health,’’ and therefore 
does not do what it purports to do, namely, except a man 
(under paragraph 5) from liability. It merely discharges him 
but a discharged man, unless discharged in the specific way 
referred to in paragraph 5, remains liable to service. ‘This 


appears to be the view taken by the recruiting authorities, who | 


claim a right to recall such men at any time, and have placed 
them in ‘‘ Reserve R,’’ consisting of men to be offered as sub- 
stitutes to civilian employers when a general service man 1s 
called up. Of course it is open to any holder of this certificate 
to contend that he has been ‘‘ discharged from His Majesty’: 
forces (in this case the Reserve) on the ground of disablement 
or ill-health,’’ and so to raise in a civil court the question 
whether or not this form is merely a “ rejection”’ certificate 
or is a full ‘‘ discharge on medical grounds”’ certificate. Our 
own opinion, as at present advised, is that such a certificate of 
rejection does not make its holder a man 
ground of disablement or ill-health,’’ and so outside the Act 


“* discharged on the | 


For the view to the contrary see an article communicated to | 


us, Vol. 61, p. 97. 

(2) Men rejected prior to the crucial date of 14th August, 
1915.—These men are not recognized in any way by the Mili- 
tary Service Acts, and are liable to service in exactly the same 
way as men who never at any time have offered themselves 

(3) Men who have attested, have heen passed as fit for service 
of some kind, and then have subse que ntly heen rejected when 
called up.—Such men are already in the Army as men who 
have voluntarily enlisted and have been transferred to the 
Reserve under the Army Act and Reserve Forces Acts, not as 
conscripts under the Military Service Act. They have not 
been rejecte don off ring themselves for enlistme nt. and there- 
fore do not come into the class of men excepted by paragraph 5 
of the Act. Subsequent rejection on call-up is a matter which 
concerns the Army authorities alone, who can call them up 
again as often as they please—provided no discharge certificate 
on the ground of ill-health is given them In the case of such 
men, it is not necessary that an Army Council notice requiring 
them to present themselves for re-examination should be sent 
prior to the statutory date of lst September, 1916, under the 
terms of section 3 (2) of the second Act It is only m the case 
of men rejected before attestation or on attestation that such 
notice is necessary. 

(4) Men who have attested under the De rhy Scheme or other- 
wise, have been medically examined, and have been forthwith 
rejected by the proper recruiting officer The case of these men 
is very difficult and doubtful. One view is that attesta- 
tion’’ makes them soldiers, so that no subsequent rejection 
alters that status unless they have received the important cer- 
tificate of discharge on medical grounds (Army Form B. 2079) 
already discussed. The alternative view is that a man. although 
actually attested, does not become an enlisted man until 
accepted by the recruiting officer. If that official immediately 
rejects him as the result of the medical examination, he has 
never become a soldier at all, notwithstanding the oath of 
allegiance taken by him on the attestation The difficulty 
arises when a man is attested first and medically examined 
afterwards, instead of being medically examined and passed 
as fit before being allowed to attest, which latter is the regular 
course and the one implied in the recruiting regulation On 
this vexed question there exists a magisterial decision, that of 
Mr. pe Grey, at the South-Western Police Court, in the case 
of Harold Gager (51 L. Journal Newspaper, 604), which 
takes the second view, namely, that such a man has been 
_ rejected on offering himself for enlistment,’’ and therefore 
is excepted by the first Act unless he has received prior to Ist 
September written notice to attend for re-examination under 
the second Act. The military authorities did not apply for 
the statement of a case under this decision, which is therefore 
regarded by many lawyers and benches as a correct interpreta- 
tion of the law. 


(5) Men who have offered themselves foi enlistment since 
4th August, 1915, and who, before heing allowed to attest, 
: The posi- 


have been rejected by the proper recriating office 


tion of this class is clear. If they receive, before lst Sep- 
tember, 1916, a written notice from the military authorities 
calling them up for another medical examination, they lose the 
protection of paragraph 5 in the Schedule to the first Act, and 
become conscripts whether or not they are rejected on sub- 
sequent examination—unless, of course, given a full discharge 
certificate (Army Form B. 2079) on the ground of ill-health. 
If they receive no written notice before that date they are 
permanently excepted from liability to military service. 

It is this last class, of course, whose position chiefly concerns 
us. Questions which arise in their case are naturally con- 
cerned solely with matters of procedure as to whether or not 
thev satisfy either the conditions of exclusion from the Act, 
or the conditions of re-inclusion in it after notice. The fol- 
lowing are the conditions which a man must satisfy before he 
ean claim to be a ‘‘rejected’’ man within the protection of 
the first statute: (@) He must have ‘“‘ offered himself for enlist- 
ment’’ since 14th August, 1915, and (7%) he must have been 

rejected Now the statute, curiously enough, does not say 
to whom he must offer himself for enlistment, nor by whom he 
niust be rejected and the grounds of rejection. If a man offers 
himself for service in the Navy, is that sufficient? If he 
offers himself for some special corps, such as the Medical Corps, 
Flying Corps, Royal Garrison Artillery, Royal 


Service Corps, 
r a crack Territorial corps with a high standard, 


a) 
| 
( 


Enginee! 


| and is rejected because he fails to attain that high standard, 


is such offer sufficient 


cept a metropolitan magisterial decision, in the case of John 


There is no decision on the point, ex 


huge Woaolve (Times, 31st ult. : ee p 242 under 
Legal News’), to the effect that rejection on 
general ’’ grounds by a special corps (in this case the 


R.A.M.C.) is suffi ient to rive the statutory protection. The 
recruiting officer, however, always contends before justices 
that a man must offer himself to the general recruiting autho- 
rity for a military recruiting area as willing to attest for 
general service: it is not enough for him to make a limited 
offer of enlistment in some special corps. This latter view 
eems a reasonable one, but it is impossible to be dogmatic 
on the point until case stated is disposed of by the Divi 
sional Court 

The statute leaves equally uncertain the person from whom 
a rejection must come and the grounds of the rejection, but it 
may be assumed that only a recruiting officer authorized by 
the Army Council to recruit under the recruiting regulations 
for the time being in force has any authority to reject an 
applicant In an unreported case, where, in the absence of the 
recruiting officer, his sergeant issued a certificate of rejection to 
a man who had not been medically examined on the occasion of 
his offer to enlist, the Divisional Court held that the applicant 
‘ rejected The sergeant had authority to 
reject in the absence of his officer, it seems, but he had given 
the certificate under mistake of fact, so that it was invalid 
Where a certificate has been obtained by fraud or corruption, 


had not been 


he 
hor it will be regarded as invalid 

But the actual grounds of rejection have been the subject 
Court decision : Tow/er v. Sutton (33 T. L. R. 27). 
himself for enlistment, was 


passe | for service On 


ta High 
In this case a man offered 
medical examined, and was 
being asked to take the attestation oath he refused, on the 
an atheist he could not conse ientiously take 
The recruiting officer refused 
to let him affirm, and sent him away The Divisional Court 
held that the applicant had been “‘rejected,’’ since para- 
graph 5 of the Schedule does not specify the grounds of 

rejection It does not say ‘‘ rejected on medical grounds,’’ 
ilthough the context certainly rather seems to imply that 
these are the grounds contemplated by the statute The 
result of this decision is that a court cannot inquire into the 
cround of rejection unless the rejection has been obtained by 
fraud. collusion or as a result of a 4ona fide mistake on the 
A rejected man, however 


ground that a 
in oath. but offered to affirm 


part of the responsible officer. 


| rejected, must receive his summons for re-examination prior 


t Ist September, 1916, otherwise he } protected by para- 
graph 5 
But when a man can prove a valid ‘“‘ offer’’ and a valid 


or 
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‘rejection ’’ the recruiting officer may nevertheless claim him 
if he has served on him the proper notice. This must be (a) a 
written notice, (4) calling him up for re-examination, (c) sent 
to him, (¢) prior to lst September, 1916. The only point likely 
to cause difficulty is (¢), namely, the ‘‘ sending ’’ of the notice. 
In a recent unreported magisterial case the notice was sent by 
registered post to a man at his address in the military register. 
In fact, the man had moved, and the notice was returned. 
Now the applicant proved (1) that he had sent his new address, 
as required by law, to the registration officer of his district, 
and (2) that he had also sent it, as a matter of grace and con- 
venience, to the recruiting officer. The latter, however, had 
not been notified of the change by the registration officer, and 
therefore had ignored the new address: he sent his notice to 
the old one as that officially supplied him from the National 
Register. The bench disallowed his claim, and dismissed a 
summons against the defendant as an absentee 

(To be continued. ) 





Internment of War Vessels in the 
United States.” 


By Caartes Henry Hvsericu, J.U.D., D.C.L., LL.D., of 
the United States Supreme Court Bar, Counsellor-at-Law, 
Berlin, Hamburgh, The Hague; and Ricnarp Kuna, 
Solicitor of the Supreme Court, England, London, and 
The Hague 


(Clontinued from page 215.) 


In connection with the internment of the Prinz Fitel 
Friedrich and the Aronprinz Wilhelm a controversy has 
arisen between the Governments of the United States and of 
Germany in regard to the escape of certain officers and men 
from these ships. The facts are set forth in a communication 
from the Secretary of State to the German Ambassador under 
date of 15th November, 1915 


On 10th October, 1915, six officers, Vizesteuermann Heinrich Hoff 
mann, Heinri Ruedebusch, Wilhelm Forstreuter, Erich Biermann, 
und Ing. Aspirants Julius Lustfeld and Walter Fischer, of the 
German cruiser Aronprinz Wilhelm, interned at Norfolk, Virginia, 
received permission to go ashore and to return by 8 a.m. 11th 
October. These officers have not been seen since, and are sup- 
posed to have departed on board the yacht Eclipse, which was pur- 
chased by Vizesteuermann Hoffman shortly before their departure. 

On 29th September, 1915, Marine Stabsarzt Dr. Kruger-Kroneck, 
und Lieutenant sur See Kock, of the German cruiser Prinz Fitel 
Friedrich, were en permission to go on a visit to New York City 
and Niagara Falls, and to return to their ship on 16th October. 
These officers, however, have not returned to their ship, and were 
seen in the Pennsylvania Railroad Station, New York City, on 
17th October. 

The German cruiser Prinz Eitel Friedrich arrived in American juris 
diction on 10th March, 1915, and was interned on 9th April, 1915. 
On 10th March the Commanding Officer was directed to allow none 
of his officers or crew on shore for the present. The Commander 
acknowledged the receipt of this notice and stated that he would 
wt accordingly On 12th March the Commanding Officer asked per 
mission for his officers and men to go ashore if they did not leave 
Newport News. On 17th March, 1915, two days prior to the grant- 
ing of the Commander's request, the Executive Officer, i.e., the 
second officer in command, Otto Brauer, left the ship. The Depart- 
ment now has reliable information that Brauer has returned to 
Germany and is on duty on board the cruiser Lutzow at Danzig 
Doctor Nolte was granted leave of absence from the Prinz Eitel 
Friedrich to go to Newport News and Old Point Comfort, Vir- 
ginia, and return on 13th May last. Doctor Nolte has not, as yet, 
returned to his ship. ‘ 

On or about 14th June, 1915, Hermann Deike, Engineer Officer 
of the Locheun interned at Honolulu, left his ship and is yet absent 
in violation of his parole. 2 

In view of the apparent disregard of these members of the com- 
plements of the interned vessels at Norfolk for their word of 
honour while on parole, the Navy Department on 14th October, 
1915, was under the nec essity of ordering that no officers or men 
be allowed to leave the ships until the absent officers and seamen 
had returned. Notwithstanding this order, on 15th October, 1915, 
two members of the crew of the Kronprinz Wilhelm attempted to 
board the Dutch steamship Maar Tenadyk at Newport News in an 





* The corre -pondence herein referred to is contained in the diplomatic correspond- 
ence with Belligerent Governments relating to Neutral Rights and Dutie:, published 
by the Department of State of the United States, European War, Nos. 2 and 3. 





endeavour to escape. Seaman Sturm was apprehended, and his 
companion, Seaman Caspar, returned to the Kronprinz Wilhelm of 
his own volition. Also, on 12th November, 1915, Fireman rhiery 
was found absent from the Prinz Eitel Friedrich at Muster, having 
escaped from his ship. 

The incidents related have occurred notwithstanding the fact 
that at the time of the internment of these vessels each commanding 
officer gave a pledge for ‘‘ himself, officers, and crews not to commit 
any unneutral acts and not to leave limits prescribed in, paroles 
I therefore regret to have to inform Your Excellency that the 
United States Government regards the actions of these men as con 
trary to its express instructions and as breaches of the honourable 
conduet to be expected of officers and men of visiting and interned 
ships of war of a belligerent nation, and that consequently the 
Government has been forced to discontinue the custom of paroling 
the interned officers and men on their honour, and otherwis 
circumscribe the very liberal privileges which they have heretofore 
been allowed to enjoy. 

To this the German Ambassador replied under date of 24th 


November, 1915:— 

[I first called on the commanding officers of H.M.S. Aronprinz 
Wilhelm and Prinz Eitel Friedrich for an explanation of the dis 
appearance of some members of their crews. _ It appears from their 
report that the following petty officers left their ships in a dingey 
at about 4 o'clock on Sunday, 10th October: Quarter-master 
Ruedebusch, Hoffmann, Biermann, Forstreuter, Engineer Aspirants 
Lustfield and Fischer. The commanding officer of H.M.S. Avron- 
prinz Wilhelm reported the occurrence to the Commandant of the 
Newport News Navy Yard on the 15th ult. How their fugitives 
made good their escape could not be ascertained. Marine Staff 
Surgeon Dr. Kriiger-Kroneck and Lieutenant Koch have not re 
turned from their leave that was granted them. The clandestine 
disappearance of Dr. Kriger-Kroneck is all the more unaccountable 
as he, being a physician, might have obtained release from intern 
ment in the same way as it was accommodatingly granted to a 
number of surgeons of the interned ships. Press reports indicate 
that Lieutenant Koch is now a prisoner in England. The present 
whereabouts of all the other absconders is not known to me or their 
superior officers. Captain-Lieutenant Bauer was still on board 
H.M.S. Prinz Fitel Friedrich on 16th March, but was no longer 
there on the 17th. Until then the Commanding Officer had no other 
directions than that of letting no one go on shore, and had accord 
ingly notified his officers and men that there was no shore leave 
to be had for the time being. Not until the 19th of March did 
he receive permission for his crew to get leave to go to certain 
defined places on land :—*‘ Officers on parole and men under guard 
of American soldiers.’’ Captain-Lieutenant Koch therefore could 
not have broken his parole, but merely disobeyed orders. There 
can be no question, therefore, of his being sent back to the United 
States on the above-stated ground. As for the seamen, Sturm and 
Casper, they left the Kronprinz Wilhelm as early as 14th October, 
Their attempt to escape took place before the time when the Navy 
Department's Order that no one should leave the ship became known 
to the ship, viz., 15th October, it being dated 14th October 

Lieutenant Henry Koch was subsequently taken off the 
Danish s.s. Tyskland and held as a prisoner of war by the 
British authorities. The German Government took the posi- 
tion that there was a distinction between the ‘‘ assurance ” 
(Versicherung) given by the commanders of the two cruisers, 
and ‘‘'word of honour’’ (Khrenwort). The position of the 
German Government is set forth in the following communica- 
tion under date of 16th February, 1916:— 

The undersigned has the honour to inform His Excellency, the 
American Ambassador, Mr. James W. Gerard, in answer to the 
communication of 24th December, 1915, regarding the escape of 
officers and men from the German auxiliary cruisers Aronprinz 
Wilhelm and Prinz Eitel Friedrich, at present interned in American 
ports, that the matter has been brought to the attention of the 
German Naval Administration. According to the investigations 
made by the latter the commanders of the two auxiliary cruisers, 
unfortunately, did not sufficiently instruct their officers and crews 
regarding the significance of the ‘‘ assurance ’’ (‘‘ Versicherung ’) 
riven by them. Moreover, the expression “‘ pledge’ chosen by 
tear-Admiral Beatty in his letter to the commanders does not con- 
form absolutely to the idea of the ‘‘ word of honour ’’ (Ehrenwort). 
The persons who escaped, therefore, were obviously convinced that 
they would not, through their act, render themselves guilty of 4 
breach of their word of honour. 

The German Government acknowledges the fact, however, that 
the members of the crew—and only they—-who escaped after the 
‘ assurance "’ (‘‘ Versicherung "’) of the commanders had been given 
on 13th April and 5th May, 1915, respectively, were in the wrong 
towards the American Government, and that they are to be sent 
back to their vessels. Of the persons cotienl in the note of 
the American Government to the German Ambassador at Washing 
ton of 16th November, 1915, No. 1661, the following are therefore 
concerned :—Marine-Stabearzt Kriiger-Kroneck, Lieutenant zur 5ee 
Koch, Dr. Nolte, Vize-Steuermann der Reserve Hoffmann, \Vize 
Steuermann der Reserve Ruedebusch, Vize-Steuermannder Reserve 
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Forstrenter, Vize-Steuermannder Reserve Biermann, Ingenieur- 
Aspirant der Reserve Lustfeld, Ingenieur-Aspirant der Reserve 


Correspondence. 
Military Service Acts. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. ] 
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of the treaties existing between the United States and data tone tale 4 \ F dng 


Prussia 








Books of the Week. 









Registration of Business Names Act, 1916. By the Editer of | decided i | if in 
“Law Notes.” Law Notes Publishing Offices, 25 and 26, Chancery- | default ler t I ~ act me} = 
lane, W.C. 1s. net. tioned. It 1s to be noted that a“ a 

Poland for the Poles. George Allen & Unwin (Limited). 3d. net. ir 7 a a : tae at 





At the conference of the National Federation of Property Owners and 












Ratepayers, at the Cannon-street Hotel, London, on the 26th ult., says | which had evidently 1 n < lto your a 

the 7'imes, a resolution was unanimously passed attributing the lack of Fara & Siwuonps 

working-class houses to the effects of the Provisions of Part L. of tl 93. Finsbury ' | o7 

Finance Act, 1909-10, in regard to increment value duty, undeveloped Eye ' ca , as at 

land duty, and reversion duty, which had larg destroved the We are bliged — sp ; , , ap 

dence of investors. The resolution urged the Government to remove | Clarke Ha decisio? As re rds t : I che “a 

the regulations, to give encouragement to private enterprise, and to , it 1s In ac lance w ! x] 1, and 5 ov . tn 

co-operate in the provision of healthy dwellings for the people. Sir lecision of the Divisional ¢ n s K Weekly 

Charles Fortescue-Brickdale, of the Land Registry, proposed the toast | Notes, 1916, p. 284), tl s ad itional. who has 1 made 

of the “ Property Owners’ Associations’’ at a luncheon, at which the | or cann iake a declara ! ! bel I ippointed 

Lord Mayor was the principal guest | day becomes a conscript on that dat ind is t] ible to 
4 
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if he does not report himself. As regards | section involved the idea of some dispute or difficulty to be resolved | 
r a subsequent declaration of alienage has | by compromise or arrangement. There was no element of compromise ) 
im automatically from the Army and | in the present case, and therefore the petition must be dismissed. The | 
sbikitw &, ce—Mr. Clarke Hall’s | Guardian Co. appealed. | 
Mr. Hedderwick in R Tur Court allowed the appeal 
iew Since a case has Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said that he was unable to agree with 
was unnecessary for the military » decision of Younger, J The point was a very narré | 
Hall’s invitation to have a case vhether what was proposed to be done was a ' 
arrangement within section 120 of the Con : 
: n) Act, 1908 The Guardian Assurance Co., very ; 
: 5 . m npany, desired to make a fusion with another <« , 
Registration of Business Firms. ry on larine insurance business. They offered t 
a” Lee ; Fo : ) Weel : th e vareholders cash for their shares,-but that offer 4 
' ua eekly Leporter, | f | id interest in the Guardian Co. asked for That : 
ng asked t effected by means of an increase of capital, but that ; 
me Gna rable for obvious commercial reasons. Therefore a } 
upon it oposed and approved W hic h involved the Guardian l 
date Fae M nt ng a portion of their holding to the Reliance s} t 
} ler » detaiis had been worked out with great care, a1 
Schwartz, Origin | , “s a 
sh, 1892 ? rd propose to dis uss them. It was not a compromise b 
. ive ee tit wa ** arrangement hetween the company and its members i 
Y. &S arrangement to ¢ er a commercial difficulty. There was n 
how the nationality of rout } ; Y ig the meaning of the word “ arrangement ” a 
estion therefore is whether ' , er, J., had done so. The appeal must be . 


ed for made 

part of the German ‘. L.J., and Lawrence, J., delivered judgment to the 

the other parts, owe a ul en UN lausor K.C, tehworth James, and G. # 
7 4 \ / LT ors, T'rowe r, St ll, Parkin d Keeling a 


ch consists of the 


as a separate nation 


Imperial power (Reported by H. Laxeroep Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 


ritish Empire the 
anada ane ilia and | Re ARAMAYO FRANCKE MINES CO. (LIM.)" AND Re TRADING 
vn, and there is only WITH THE ENEMY ACT, 1914. No.1. 23rd January. P 
sh Emy 4 OMPANY—EMERGENCY LEGISLATION—PRrRoposep TRANSFER OF BUSINESS 
Similarly we imaging *” Enoiisn Company To Netvutrat TERRITORY —,JURISDICNON TO 
nality, anc , { Appoint CONTROLLER TO RESTRAIN TRANSFER—SUPPLY OF MATERIALS pl 
Muntrrions—Pesiic INterest—FormM OF ORDER—TRADIN¢ ITH of 
why the surplus informa rue Enemy Act, 1914 (4 & 5 Geo. 5, c. 37), s. 11—TRapDING WITH THE hi 
Ep. S.7.] Enemy AMENDMENT Act, 1914 (5 Geo. 5, c. 12), s. 3 ry 
fion, upon the application of the Board of pe 
ntroller overa company under the Tradin > with 
é » order t prevent the intended transfer of ita 
CA S E S O F -_ HI E WE EK eineses . f ow of avoiding English taxation, to a new co? any 
— - ° nner tory, in a case where the husineas of the cor my ca 
) ; with eR ipply of materials for munitions, or other articl 
Court of Appeal. f ate The facts that the company’s property cor 
( é : tmerica. and that the majority of its share 
Re GUARDIAN ASSURANCE CO. (LIM.) AND Re THE COM -] owned hy s, held to be irrelevant. oo 
PANIES (CONSOLIDATION) ACT, 1908. No. 1 19th January. neal by the company from a decision of Younger, J., appointing « ap 
' (ENT— I wo MI i B tr nder the Trading with the Enemy Acts, 1914. The company 


ns between » \ lol I 


ul 


\ 


1906 as a private company to take over the business of a thi 

srship firm, Aramayo, Francke, & Co., owning mines in Bolivia 

| 1909 was converted into a public company, with a capital of 2 | 
00,000, of which £500,000 in £1 shares were held at the beginning of 

the original partners, and some 99,000 were standing in the : 

4 


wo enemy subje ts and were at present vested in the 

The mines produced metals of ifmportance for the 

unitions, which were all shipped to England, and § 

t ’ 16 sole selling agents, Messrs. Avelino, Aramayo, & cla 

* which Mr. Aramayo, a neutral resident in London, was chairman, for 

director, and principal shareholder. The company and its pla 

feeling the burden of the English income-tax very severely, con 

or escaping it were considered, and ultimately, on 29th anc 

1 resolution was passed at a general meeting to transfer the 

he a uel 4 : : - » business of the company to a S viss company to be formed, having Noi 

69 N00 | ‘e BN er ssi = , ~ § al Was | its head office at Geneva, on the basis of an exchange of shares of equal she 

see _ . sid up. The | value. In order to prevent the transfer, the Board of Trade applied the 

apes, ie — ny a <aagpesstanecg it pt marine | for the appointment of a controller with limited powers. The applica- but 

o.oo cechntuiete _ t - hat it was desirable ue tion was stror y opposed bv the mpany, but Younger, J., made the the 

eee Ge " ae eee surance, propos 7 ippointment eC © prevent such transfer, on the ground that exp 

Li erp ol . . = ] ; 00.000 f 1 . l It ep Switzerland being exposed on two sides to Austria and Germany, tt the 

, arte - mk Share itimately, | was quite possible that great pressure might be brought to bear by those true 

— ——— rangement was ent red into for the »wers to prevent the supply of materials for munitions by : : four 

ESOTPSION Of 2 en the Guardian, on the terms of | com v te ef if the Allies, and that the Board of Trade we the 
splitting up tl i ipital into one fully-paid £4 preference share | sparc J 





erefore justified in taking steps to appoint a controller. Unde but 
shar: . " , : ’ ; , , , h for Sau a j Trad ng with the _Enem Amendment Act, 1914 (5 Geo. 5, « }s an’ 
ia : weer aa — Mf f re ple — inal £1 ll (1). in addition to the grounds under section 3 of the princl defe 
on ea bons Se: ea ae a. paid up | Act, ‘such an application may be made in any case in which th the 

-% satan Magee eme were passed at tw Board think it is expedient in the public interest that a controlle1 u beer 


ind two 5 ordit ha ith 10s, paid up on « 


to ti} 1 was then presented | be appointed, owing to circumstances or considerations arising out of t 
o the j » 8 ion em me dar ection ¢ ) of - Nas . “ > a 
1908 F sero .. Com- | the present war, and that section shall be construed accordingly any 


meetings ¢ he nua i! ‘ etitior 


: ; ompany appealed 
repre = I ree or } Vi » of the Tur Court dismissed the appe A 
members, | ‘ either by person, or Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said the appeal was from an order 


} 


og Me m1 ok i be igement, to be of great importance, and to be an excess of jurisdiction on the of 

“ ao : J t t ! od y - d. urt l part of the learned Judge There were two sections w hich the ( yurt fi 

and a on tl m Yi -_ r j. le eo d a ~ * ; ] ly had to construe rhe tele sent - _— did not come under either f the judg 
ment, in whi he id he was prepar: d to sar m - t] ; ib ii 7 ~~" jeunes GaenneN Se costes © of Sip See) Ant, Bak See See | an oy 
the commen: alia’ ities, we p, = 48 that } ; P - re - sod ermepscarth thereby given was not considered by Parliament to be sufficient, ~ the « 
= “somp Lis an : , wid ~~ peg sege , , the power to appoint a controller was extended by section 11 of th court 
npromise arrangement under section 120, as he thor rat amending Act It had been argued that there was something in the time 
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preamble to that Act which cut down the language of the section, but [| that she had lost time which could properly be valued at £20, it was 
his lordship could not agree; there was nothing in it which obliged the | clear that in law he was justified in awarding her the £20. The Divisional 
Court to construe the section in any reduced sense The jurisdiction | Court held that this w vhat he had done. The only question on this 
was a peculiar one, and the circumstances peculiar. The company was ppeal refore, was whether Ne s right in so doing. On the 
an English company, but its mines were in Bolivia, and its products | materials bef: him é nty court judge ld find that the 
of great value to the Government, which recognized the loyalty of the ntiff | ifferes n this gror lowed that this being 
directors. There was no attack intended on Mr. Aramayo; the order | a q ) f fact, | ecision, there bein \ support it, 
made was one to control an English company His lordship, having ! list al fa : 

stated the facts as to the proposed transfer, pro eeded :| The result , . a mt . , y , h 
would be that the company would cease to be an English company, and | , ’ = Catt. a » expressed the opinion 
would be free from all control of English law, and our courts. It would ketegpeli nt ty : ' eave to appeal should 
not have power to prevent dividends being paid to alien enemy share j x Th , f a ; Hw apr KO. 
holders during the continuance of the war. There was abundant : pa , a yee page aa ike ;’ 
ground for saying that a controller ought to be appointed in the public | | , eT s : — ys 
interest, and it was clearly a case in which the Board of Trade was 7 ia 

justified in applying to the C vurt. and Younger. J.. just fied in appoint [Reported by Exsxitws Rarp, Barrister-at-law.) 





ing a controller. The order made was so guarded and protected as to 
leave Mr. Aramayo still in complete practical control of the company 
the controller only having power to obtain information as to the conduct ~— m 
and operations of the company, and to prevent the transfer of its CAS ES OF 8 AST SITTINGS 
business to a new company, as had been proposed. There was ample 4 ° 
jurisdiction in the public interest to make the order which had been . “—— 
made, so as to prevent the company being turned into a Swiss mpany High Court—Chancery Division. 


and its shares being possibly transferred to alien enemies. The appeal 


would be dismissed, with costs ' He WILLIS. CROSSMAN v. KIRKALDY, Younger, Be 


mt } 


Warrincton, L.J., and Lusn, J., delivered judgment to the same th and 13th De:ember. 
effect CounseL, Hdwardes-Jone fusten-Cartmell Licitors. Dal , D ’ ie 

: Z ILI ( I I ITABLE LIMITATION ACCELERA- 

& Co. ; Solicitor to the Board of Trade. ™ — 

[Reported by H. Lsnerorp Lewis. Barrister-at-Law.] 





JOHNSON v. BRAHAM & CAMPBELL. No. 2. 19th January. 
PRINCIPAL AND AGENT—MISSTATEMENTS BY AGENT-—-ACTION 
Beracw or ContTRAcT By. PRINCIPAL—MEASURE OF DAMAG 


The defendants, theatrical agents, obtained an engagement for 
plaintiff ata music-hall, ne qliqe , tly misrepresel } er the amor 
of the weekly takings of the ho ize, upon u }, j remuneratior 
based. In an action for damages for breach of ! t the « 


A elerate ti quit . 
court judge awarded the plaintiff £55 lerate the ¢ qua able 
pocket CIPEeNnses her right to wh , we son was born 


and a further sum of £20 The defendar a 


roearded in 





mitting that no damages could % 
have earned as profits, as that intr duced 
causation. The Divisional Court were of 


mecnsure of damaqe e waa the prin pal x / 8 ( / ( n 
anti ipated propts, the sum awarded must stand, as ‘ was ? e1 . Mn Or nm . out aise the question of 
h é rote ay : caldy v now entitled to the income of 





dence that the £20 was not awarded as compensatior ] lost whi ; 

cell bbe maliae ia ihe pla tiff’s aotied wees ; ; I, ; Ce un ( r Vu ri gt int lives of himself 

‘ om i in| | inti hould have a son, or 

; ‘ wilietl wh J i . nds} tator died in 1899, 

Held, that there was no ground x upon wu f ect | I } I pren sr I i to 
i \ li ( i io ‘ 1 I ( re ilses unto ane 

the Court below could he disturbed } ul use h tees in fee sim} \ after the death of his 


appe ale d. 


Decision of the Divisional Court (60 SoLicrToRs’ JOURNAL, 661 1916, | sister Janet t One » ¢ al vho Wk in fact, his heir 
2K. B. 529) athrmed. ut-l ing i remainder in trust for his first and other 


Appeal bv the defendants from a decisio1 t ) s vi ~ 2 om puking. i tal ; uM el : I as issue in trust for the 
Cm December, 1910, 


(Rowlatt and Sankey, JJ in an action begun in he Westminster 
County Court. The facts sufficiently appear f1 i1eadnote devises made in 
A ; . A il ; > an rig hich he might be 
Swinren Eapy, L.J., said that the plaintiff was an artiste, and she fiat ae fe a al er gg Ne gga ete 
claimed in the action, begun in the Westminster County Court, damages | 1 ! ll ad 1 " Yr, e opinion of unsel wa ken wes 
for negligence and breach of duty owed by the defendants to the of ar st ek the ofinal hen 
plaintiff as her agents for reward in connection with the making of a | ¢, erate, thy pa caiak sence oh caitalieal ot an 
contract in writing, dated 19th October, 1915, between the plaintiff terest of n mares gpm: yr © income was payable 
and the Suiter Company (Limited). Her case was that the defendants, by | unless and until he sho sai ' ame SisRealite dctere tile 
their manager, represented to her that the weekly takings at the Palace, | Jife, and afte nae Paes pin, Pita h md 
Northampton, the music-hall at which, under the contract in question, | mainde: EY oe iia: ton aaa 
she was to appear with her company was a first-class hall, and that | into, by wh se RS Ta aie hie eplaion. sa 
the weekly takings were some 250 She appeared there for a week, | , . 





man 
but the total takings were only £68 odd, and she incurred a liability to | bindis é . vat nly j while the income 
the Suiter Company of £25 odd. She also lost £35 1lds., being the semained pe : = ~ Pe Kirka ie fa 
expenses of her company, and she alleged further that she had lost : , j E laim ‘ ade by the hair-a » and De di ueden 
the profits which she would have made had the representations been acest), Hy elahien ie noe ln apt yetinespt cies Snags tro > we 
true, which she estimated at £38 On the facts the county court judge F was an Denker Willi 7! 

found as a fact that the defendants’ manager, in perfect good faith, told 
the plaintiff that the weekly takings at the hall were not less than £250, 
but as to the other alleged representations he found in the defen ' ‘ ! ) 
dants’ favour He gave judgment for the piaintiff for £55 The juitabie ren » ali a & of James Dunbar Wi lis is born 
defendants appealed on two grounds: (1) That upon the facts found | © act ayable David Dundas Kirkaldy during 
the learned judge was wrong in law in holding that the defendants had D inbar Willis This appears to 
been guilty of a breach of duty or negligence, and (2) that as to so much the testator, to be gathered from 
of the judgment as represented loss of profits there was no evidence of | "'5 i, al ese limitations be equitable, there is no technical 
any such loss, and, further, fat the same were not recoverable by law, ents the Court from giving effect 
as thev necessarily were based on conjecture. In short, while they did 
not dispute that the plaintiff was entitled to recover the £35 odd as 
damages for out-of-pocket expenses, they contended that the balance 
of £20 was not recoverable by the plaintiff, as it was for loss of 
profits. The Divisional Court took the view that the county court 
judge had awarded this £20 as compensation for loss of time, and not, 
as the defendants alleged, for loss of profit. They therefore dismissed 
the appeal, but gave leave to appeal. Now it was clear that the county 
court judge had evidence before him as to the value of the plaintiff's 
time. ‘If, therefore, he came to the conclusion as a question of fact 


m on the summor is how gy ti greement remained 





e of a considered 
mer { ile the 


f Re Scott (1911, 2 Ch. 574) is 
the limitations in that case were 
Carrick vy, b yt 1/26, 2 P. 
Lords, nk gton V 
( 91), does not, in my opinion, lay down any 
rary applicable to the construction of equitable 
/ Ny f J. G W d Auat ( tmell, 
1, Crossman, & Block; C. Broad: 





(Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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King’s Bench Division. New Orders, &c. 


AND ANOTHER +. BRAY. Div, Court, 12th December. Supreme Court, England. 
onlay eign iden PROCEDURE 
& 6W 1 : 12 in R ; OF THE Supreme Court (Costs), 1917. Darep 26TH Da‘ 
JANUARY, 1917 
Committee of the Supreme Court, hereby mak« 


s. 106 and 107 of Appendix N of the Rules 
1883, shall be amended by increasing the 
use No. 106 from 1s. 3d. to 1s. 44d., and those spe 

107 from 1d. to 14d. 
ontinuance of the present war and for a period 
fter the charges specified in Clause No. 106 sha 
from 1s. 43d. to ls. 54d 
7c, shall be amended by increasing the pay: 
‘every cop) 
charge to which these Rules apply 
in the total, the said fraction shall 


cited as the Rules of the Supreme ( 


January, 1917. 
Signed) Fuintay, C. 

Reavine, C.J. 
Cozens-Harpy, M.R. 
S. T. Evans, P. 
W. Pickrorp, L.J. 
R. M. Bray, J. 
A. T. LAWRENCE, J. 
C. H. Saraant, J. 
P, Oapen LAWRENCE 
Matcotm M. MACNAGHTEN 
Wa. H. WINTERBOTHAM 
C. H. Morton. 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 
/ / Gazette of 26th January contains the following 
An Order i neil, dated 24th January (printed below), m 
Def ‘ tealn > tions 
J inuary (printed below) 
to the Treasury nominees 


M of the yeal 1917), dated 
and Traffic Regulations for the E 
Portion), with tivers Thames 

; notice is a revision of No. 7 of 
cancelled rhe cruising of yachts and plea 
tain areas in or near the Estuary of the Tha 

ctions, in others, 
of Wth January contains the following 
i suncil, dated 24th January, applying to the | 
Mar I ertain adapt itions. the Defence of the Realm Regula 


made 20t ember and 22nd December, 1916 (ante pp. 118, 160 
that appointments have been made to the Appeal 
Service Act, 1916, as follows Count 

Rickards, K.C.); Count 


Order has been made by the Board 
the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, requiring 
und up—viz., London and European | 
15, Throgmorton-avenue, Londor 
tal to 399. 
to Mariners (No. 105 of the veal 1917 
to Scotland. North-East Coast, Orkne 
notice is a republication of various 
incelled he traffic in the N. and N.E 
erely restricted. 


New Defence of the Realm Regulations. 
ORDER IN COUNCIL. 


iat the following amendments be mad 
nsolidation) Regulations, 1914 : 

first paragraph of Regulations 2¢ after the 

order ’’ there shall be inserted the word 

o them or to any person or persons named by 

made in such quantities and at such times and } 

ified by them or on their behalf.” 

Compulsory Deposit of Foreign Securities 


ving regulations shall be inserted after Re 


i 1) Where the Treasury are of opinion that for the 
of strengthening the financial position of the country, it is expedient 





tion 


pose 
lient 
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that this regulation should be applied to any foreign securities, or 
to the securities of any concern owning or controlling any foreign 
securities, or any property or undertaking outside the United 
Kingdom or otherwise carrying on business wholly or mainly outside 
the United Kingdom, the ‘lreasury may by order apply this 
regulation, subject to any exceptions and conditions for which 
provision may be made by the order, to any such securities specified 
in the order, whether the securities are actually in the United 
Kingdom or not 

‘* Provided that no such order shall apply to any securities as to 
which the Treasury are satisfied that on the twenty-fourth day of 
January, nineteen hundred and seventeen, they were beneficially 
owned by a person not ordinarily resident in the United Kingdom 
and that they remain so owned 

**(2) The Treasury may take possession or require delivery of 
any securities to which this regulation is for the time being 
applicable on such terms as may be provided by the order unde 
which the regulation is made applicable to the securities, and deal 
with them in such manner as they think fit, and the owner of any 
such securities, and any person who has any interest in or is the 
registrar of any such securities shall take all steps and do anything 
which is necessary or is directed by the Treasury for the purpose of, 
or in connection with, the transfer or delivery of those securities to 
the Treasury. 

‘A certificate signed by a Secretary to the Treasury that any 
securities particulars of which are given in the certificate have been 
taken possession of by the Treasury shall be taken as conclusive 
evidence of the facts stated in the certificate by the registrar ot 
any securities. 

‘(3) Provision may be made by an order under this regulation for 
any case 1n whit h securities tr insferred or deli ered to the Tre isury 
are subject to any mortgage or other charge by substituting for tie 
mortgage or charge on the securities a mortgage or charge on any 
payment made or other consideration given in respect of the transfe1 
or delivery of the securities. 

‘© (4) Any order of the Treasury under this regulation may be 
revoked or varied as occasion requires 

7p.—(1) A person shall not without the consent of the Treasury 
remove from the United Kingdom or be directly or indirectly con 
cerned in removing from the United Kingdom any securities to 
which the Treasury have power to apply or have applied 
Regulation 7c, or dispose of any such securities to any person 
except to a person ordinarily resident in the United Kingdom. 

‘(2) The Treasury may, by notice published in the London, 
Edinburgh, and Dublin Gazettes, require the owners of any 
securities to which the Treasury have power to apply Regulation 7c, 
or have applied that regulation, to make a return to the Treasury, 
giving such particulars as to those securities within such period as 
may be specified in the notice, and owners of those securities shall 
make a return accordingly. 

‘7e.—(1) In Regulations 7c and 7p the expression “ securities 
includes stocks, shares, and other securities, and the expression 
‘** foreign securities ’’ includes any securities where the principal on 


interest of the securities is payable in any foreign country, or where 
the funds necessary for the payment of the principal or interest of 
the securities are provided from any foreign country, and the 
expression ‘‘regigstrar’’ includes as respects any securities any 
person having the charge of, or concerned with, the registration of 
registered securities, and any person having the charge of, o1 
concerned with, the books in which any inscribed securities are 
inscribed. j 

a} t 
foreign securities shall also apply to securities where the principal o1 
interest of the securities is payable in any British possession, o1 
where the funds necessary for the payment of the principal or 
interest of the securities are provided from any such possession 


‘(2) Any of the provisions of Regulations 7c and 7p applying t 


‘*The provisions of Regulations 7c and /p applying to the owner 
of any securities shail apply to any person who has power to 
dispose of or sell any such securities or has the custody of, o1 
receives on his own behalf or on behalf of any other person the 
dividends or income from, any such securities, or has any interest 
in any such securities, as they apply to the actual owner of the 
securities, 

‘(3) If any person acts in contravention of, or fails to compl) 
with, any provisions of Regulation 7c or 7p, that person shall be 
guilty of a summary offence against these regulations, and tl 
administration of those regulations is for the purpose of sub-section 
(11) of Regulation 56 he reby assigned to the Treasury 


Restriction on Rabbit Coursing 
The following regulation shall be inserted after Reg lation 9B 


‘‘Qpp. Where there is reason to apprehend that the holding of 
any meeting for the purpose of hare or rabbit coursing, whippet 
racing, or othe: similar recreation will impede or delay the pri 
duction, repair, or transport of war material or of any ! 
necessary for the successful prosecution of the war, it shall be 
lawful for the Minister of Munitions to make an order either pro 
hibiting the holding of the meeting, or permitting the holding 
thereof subject to such conditions as may be specified in the order, 
and if the meeting is attempted to be held in contravention of any 





‘ 
} 


K 





such prohibition or conditions, it shall be lawful to take such steps 
as may be necessary to prevent the holding thereof. 


It any person takes part in the control, management, or 
orga ition of any meeting which is prohibited under this regula 
tion i Ss any a to run at any such meetin wv brings any 
a i 1 place ere su 1 meeting p ope sed to be held tor the 
pur} f tal pa t eting, or fails to comply with any 
sucl litions as aforesaid, he shall be uilty of a summary offence 
iva ‘ it S 
( sory Use of Patents f Druae J ercal Dise ’ 
lhe f I ( liat lL Shi be serted afte Regulation 16 

lf Lhe Local Gevernment Board may, duri the continu 
Lnce | " 1ut! ea wal authority or pe u to purchase 
and distribute any drug, medicine medi al preparat specially 
designed for the treatment of venereal diseases, and a lo ila ithority 

person so authorized, and any person obtaini a supply of 
ny ich dru med e or preparation from or through them o1 
him, shall t be lable to any action or proceedings in respect of 
the np it purcl distribution, or use thereof on 
the ground that any patent ¢ the imilar rights are infringed 
thereb 

In 1 ipplication } ! ilation to Scotland and Ireland 
he Lo il Grove ment Board f > tland and Ireland Spe tively 
ha bye tuted tor he | il el nent B i 

j j 

The pa i} R la > Sha mitted theret n> 

ifter R it itor the ft Ing reguiatiol ha be erted 
No ] shall trespa lany ra i ter on 

i < ear a tu I ait wlu ilvert 

1} tl i m ul iu v na | orde!l! 
Pp il i perso! pel s i iss des iption, 
1 é ha btained | pern ‘ tl | n ion of a 
pe d iut i y him, from entering, or fr being in 


puays Whari, dk c, 
dock premises specified in the order, or any ship or vessel 
4 I lanal, quay, wharf, 


lyi on, or alongside any such reshore 
a rw dock premise 
iny road or waste or unenclosed land adjacent to any 
h land premnses as I esaid 
\ inder t t ! iV pl I the a to which 
t der relates « ‘ t all times and tor all purposes, or during 
certain times or for certain pury s ly. 
If pers i travent I i t mm 
th a | f th I itio r of any ler n e there 
inde ! i b 1 ‘ i tf e against tl el lia ns,’ 
('o P ( trol 
l I lation shal el 1 afte ht ilat 
»A 1 Where a Se etary « State, al ( litation with 
the \ iit \rl Council th Ministe Munit ty is 
atistied, as pe i area 5 t holly situated thin 
tr I inda e po é i 1, tl expedient for nava 
nilit rea for 1 s ected it tl ipply f 
m tions that the tro} of police the area should | inified 
he may by order 
l tut é r i | i ] ‘ ea nd define the 
; asio { é | } i i su ime ol 
ible b n the | f es of tl | e area > 
iny I ul I i part py! t t l irea 18 
tained ra hose a such | I is LV 
( greed t he <depa t i antl t ‘ «<i 
ol detauit of or | d et I directed by 
t ™ eta I State; 
p al if i ed t Une | I rea 
r the purpose « umd d pline t under the 
direction of a e au rit be eithe e chief officer of 
| ce [i @a exist | e for her person Of 
putl s may be specified t rele ind 
4 na wh daditional 1 ppeeme tal provisior is 
ppear to him ne sary { he purpose of gi full effect to 
the rer; 
and a Secretary State may als e from time to t ich 
direct Ss as appear to him expe for the pur] ing 
iu elf t the ier 
\ ta 8 ned to I ea a ¢ any 
part t 1 rea i thout prejud t V i theu het 
powe ha ’ t I er duti ind 1 t f tables 
t} it 1 irea and also throughou t irea a part 
I i 1 ir ich special 7 ea 
The } er ferred his re ila na ™“* etary ot 
Sta il 1 espects ar rea tuated wholly in Scotland, be 
Xe i by the Secretary f Scotland; and shall as respects any 


area situated partly in England and partly in Scotland, be exercised 
jointly by a Secretary of State and the Secretary for Scotland,” 
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Certified Trades. 


of Certified Occupations [R.117}, superseding t 
d 20th November, 1916, has been issued by the L 
} rhe principal alteration is that announc: 
vhich men fit for garrison duty abroad (Cat 
» entitled to be treated as in a certified ocx 
eached the age limits stated in the list 
vill be issued in a few weeks, in 
ll be reduced by a further raising of the age | 
not mamly engaged on Government 
in certified trades are. therefore, urged to take such 
| rganise their staffs, by substitution or dilu 
» men of military a 


intimated, 
the Lrades 


prepared to release more 


ied the age limits for married men have 
ualy either from twenty-five to twenty-sev« 
tnree ; larger advances have been made 


[he Lighting of London. 
NEW ORDER. 

s made the following Order under Regu 
Realm (Consolidation) Regulations, 1914 
r lamps in the Metropolitan Police Dist: 
idon which the Commissioner of Police, acting o1 
eld-Marshal Commanding-in-Chief, Home Forces, 4 
or retained in lighting, must be lighted or retai 
, and must be reduced, shaded or obscured a 

ce May dire vt. 
Order of ie 26th August, 1916, shall « 


5) and (8) thereof apply 


from 6. 


Regulation of 


cy 
nae J une -—— -m. 
-m. 
.m 
7.30 p.m. 
ding to Greenwich mean 


, ted a the Lights (London) Order of 
; Order and the Lights (London) Order of 
1 together as the Lights (London) Orders 


ee | Societies. 
w Minefield. 
a ee [The Law Society. 


sting of the Law Society was held at the S« 
Friday, the 26th ult., the president, Mr. TI 
Among those present were the 
f the Council :—The vice president (Mr sal 
Mr. Alfred John Morton Ball (Stroud, Glouce 
reford Budd, Mr. Alfred Henry Coley (Birming)} 
rawford, Mr. Alfred Davenport, Mr. Weeden Da 
m Dibdin, Mr. Walter Henry Foster, Mr. Her 
Goddard, Mr. John Roger Burrow Gregory 
more. K.C.B. (Hertford), The Hon. Robert H+ 
p Hubert Martineau, Mr. Robert Chancellor Ne 
n Peake (Leeds), Mr. William Arthur Sharpe 
Mr. William Melmoth Walters, Mr. Robert 
Howard Winterbotham, Mr. E. R. Cook 


taking the chair 


lal 


PRESIDENT 8 ADDRESS 

As this is the first occasion on which | 

ing before you as President of the Societ 
to you my deep sense of appreciat 


xpre Sing 


nferred upon me 


EXTRAORDINARY MEMBERS 


| since the year 1903 ,and 


r of the Counci 
Soc 


xd been the nominee of the Sussex Law 
er the charter as an extraordinary member, 
ne of the members selected primarily to repr 
ieties. It was not until the year 1909 that « 
of the Council were rendered eligible for the offi 
e-president. In that year, owing to the actio 
John Gray Hill, the disability was removed 
raordinary members are to-day, except as regards 
and their term of office, in the same positi 
It was in this way that last July I came t 





met 1 of election 


I { i 
rdinary members. 





Its ResPoNnsiBILITIt 
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the consideration of 
distinguished from any special p 
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times amendments are introduced 
affecting the 
is asked and 
of professional difficulty 
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interval. 
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war thoug ht it advisable 
the view 
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the war the Act should be 
It was represented to us that the Act 


I know quite wel 
interests of those who control by the Creator of a Trust are 


interests of solic 


amended will depend upon its results in the 
would cause hardship 


EMERGENCY 





given with regard to it 
which are 





in which a gentleman 
German, name had for 


the legislature 


the 


Act 





1 how 


and that those who practise 


constantly 


of Britis} l 


reasons 


is 


nece 


quite 


to change that name 


arising in everyday Lege 


LEGISLATION 


elected President, and thus for six months have had an opportunity 


of taking a leading part’in the work which the Society is and has now -10 SOLICITORS 


for nearly a century been doing for the profession at larg 


INTERESTS OF THE PROFESSION 


As a country member I desire to bear testimony from personal know 
led ge and experience of the constant 
being exercised by the Society to protect and safe 
the profession, whether in London or in the provin 
a large way of practice 
that the Council is guided by and in the 
large businesses, more especially in London, 
in far different parts of the provinces in small offices are neglected. It Trustees of Wil 
seems to me, and I speak from exper 
there is no foundation whatev 
ows me that the time of the 


and careful endeavour which is 
ruard the interests of 


atio 


ur 
but 
it 





often it has been said 














THE 


ROYAL EXCH 
THE SOLICITORS nominated ASSU RANCE 


ces, in a small or in 


Acts as Execul 


employed by the Corporation. 


ience as a provincial member, that ° : 
or tee ota 6 Gatament. iy supatimes {nd Trustees of New or 
Council is occupied entirely with ; be 
matters which affect the profession as a whole as Existing Settlements. 
rtion of it Every Bill which is intr 
Parliament is carefully scrutinised, and oft« 
Every legal decision in anv v Arty for full partioulars to— 
itors is considered. and frequently ady The SECRETARY, ROYAL EXCHANCE ASSURANCE, LONDON, E.C. 
Again, with rezard tothe questions LAW GOURTS BRA*CH, 29 & 30, High Holborn, W.0. 





s and 


ANGE 


A.D. 1720 








tise, the council have always expressed themselves willing to dispo f ey A ES ee : ae se tis 

and deal with, such questions, if the parties will submit heucdions to : , 

their jurisdiction, and as a result I venture to say that to-day the 

relationship between solicitors is better than it has ever been, that all \imirary Ser gp ACI 

occasion for any per rsonal friction has disappeared, and that accord The , s nf » % . - nclaciia ee ts 
gly the administration of justice in this country is carried on with an f the Military § \ ‘ m yitgpas 

wat ill-feeling or desire to take unfair advantage which is remar] anal ag 7 cite Heats Muah) o Pa 

able in view of the complexity of interests involved i er 





| 

nality but foreign, ha | 

connected with the | Place in the Modern State,’’ and I ild borrow from tha 
we felt that. as ir } t ; 
would not be right | } 





passage into 


Ms cle ration 
io My 
me 2,532 

joined 
time our 
on 


In these days of emergency legislation it is no easy matter to keep \ here 1 ie el rs of our profession on 
oneself informed from day to day of what is going on in the Houses of ! not for rt fact b t these, I believe, are 
Parliament. Begirning with the original prochnanati n, and going on | Tew, ! therefor ind , ' — om the 
to such statutes as the Courts (Emergency Px Acts, the Pradir gut hich | ‘ n that, rar a tors and articled clerks 
with the Enemy Acts, the Defence of the Realm Acts, the Execution re nee! 1, the great n rit f tl ' re eligibl erve the 
of Trusts (War Facilities) Acts (both of which were suggested and I lid t pr ! | ut al ompulsion 
originally drafted by the Council. and have proved of untold value in | Y : the pro! nl leclined 
dealing with trust estates of which the trustees or tenants for life are t ' I t for tr t of licitor a 8 gards 
on wan service), and going on to the Defence of the Realm (Acquisitior e1 We | 1 fr he be ' that solicitors will f they 
of Land) Act, we have come to-day to the Registration of Busines 1 that if circumst render se difficult as to be well 
Names Act ny t dict of the military 

tril il i 1 | eithes ! lvl ! te here in London. or 
REGISTRATION OF Bustness Names Act hy t t]} ! mittees established by the 
, 6 ! ! { i ( } e been a member of our 

The Bill upon which this Act was originally founded had been intr 2 a Oa eee ag ar — Wy : sat on more 
duced and re-introduced in the House of Lords on several occasions | 4} wn 130 é nd } heard some 2.03 itions or re 
before the year 1915. In fact, it had become a ‘“ hardy annual,’’ very wa ‘ one axesintine | no heatation i : that in 
much as had the Leasehold Enfranchisement Bill and other Bills of | . aa ; ae theme te nm ant if hich there 
a similarly recondite character. It suddenly, however, occurred to the , ’ , Ede ind . a I . ses. and 
House of Lords that it might be made the basis of legislation to prevent a al - ripes > ae nl need for a | nreaented itesl? 
the carrying on of business by alien enemies under assumed English aE i : ‘ miclied to explain to the anvlicant thal tn 
names. Since then it has passed through quick changes. As originally | iyo exicenci 6 +] hecinih le ‘eel 3 eercs 1 either no exemption 
it was introduced in the House of Lords it was a simple enough Bill of sagt - 2 suey eneuniihen tn cde ty onntile Ohi nt to make 
only four pages called the Registration of Firms Bill. It was relegated | ' th. } role 4 seniilineeted 
to a committee and emerged a complex Bill of some ten pages and twenty ia Ne nhvai ‘ | Si Wee Thandiens to he 
five clauses. It reached the House of Commons, and was revised by that sont oll the absence of the partn r the clerk whose exemption 
AF s¢ mbly from the first clause to the last It subsequently received hai. eeu : avs , os } v to record our gratitude to the 
further revision in the House of Lords, and has been at last delivered - , : ee particularly those in the Citv of 
as an Act, even after this long and spasmodic process of develop Lond Holl nd in Westminster d « ly Major 
ment. At each stage it was carefully watched by the Council. He | pothechild. in the Citv of Lond Sam the implicit nfidence which 
would be a bold man who would venture to prophesy how the Act will | they | nleced os 1 the h thev have 
operate in practice. So far as it affects solicitors the Council see no upvorted and trusted vs thr " I think that IT 1 say 
ground for regarding it with misgiving, and for the following reasons hand , : ee ees" 5 for iteslt Hom Saw 
You are probably all aware, though you may not all have kept the fact onetsitiinad a Fae pat ) n. and j f this 
prominently in mind, that at the present time there is no general means I cae ~ men that ea repeated now led idvise upon 
of ascertaining the names of the partners in solicitors’ firms. The Law * ah ee, 0 eueat ttl In t e ar 
List does, it is true, insert particulars as to the constitution of firms, ree wy tins “tg “ers i ott thn t in their 
but only in cases in which the first name of the partnership is not also te" tock and the mot att 
the name of one of the partners, so that if Mr. Smith, Mr. Jones, and 
Mr Robinson practise as ‘Smith, Brow n, & Co.,’’ the constitution of NATIONAL Servicr Dera 
the partnership does not appear publfcly either in the Law List, or, Ri P ie P er e instituted what ther 
as far as I know, anywhere else There is, of course, no objection de c ws 4 Nati 1, D : ¢ 4} d of hich thev 
whatever in the fact that a firm name does not indicate the names of he , Me Ni ( ‘ } nast record i fie our 
the partners. Mr. Smith may have bought Mr. Brown's business, and siete hee tet ey er ee tn rform the di ' e of his 
there may be a certain goodwill in the name of Brown All that the a lll a ree iy ery seada oa ta | : beatin 
new Act does is to say that if the firm name does not indicate the | ,,. ,,, ee : i am tn the affect that the teehee livide the 
Rames of the partners, the partnership shall be registered and the | the d ‘ , - | and 
names of the partners printed on the firm’s notepaper. It seems to the |, , 

Council that in ordinary, that is, in the great bulk of cases, no hardshi 

is caused by these requirements, nor, in the opinion of the Council UNCTIONS OF THE LAWY®} 

can any reasonable objection be taken to them. The measure as now Th en n lack of justification for tl issumption, but, 
printed is obviously war legislation, and the question of whether after | ept t for a moment, I think that we as a prof in shew a 
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t | I f a civil 
rT t t t , pportunit f lavir 
t ié¢ ! t wel ir view 
t iT | | t ‘ } t fa t I r to tl 
r t te 1 thie tion of 
I } stified t t} is itors pay 
} ( " pp } 0 thirty 





{ { 
j t b ! r 
| | | n isl | I 
‘ j ! ! ist lK¢ 
t y 1 t r mat i the 
‘ ! t | t. and I r 
dl P t. My end, the 
a 2 ‘ ’ } é 
i Lord ¢ t re into tl inty 
Lord ( No 
' loul t Mr. Ellett, as 
( ted j | nd t nol 
t H ght also that appea 
1 | | ( t of Appe ind s 
| R } | the da Pres 
Pe ’ tion ft the county 
} (‘} have tried t 
’ t rust 1 by London 
| | irge tees ft VOrkK 
é I i iicitors 
{ | | i eralls 
} rs t bta a further 
that t ppeal rst to the 
( | ( Ay , I tl : I have said 
lat ! r harye nd 
oupe ret that th d have 
i d tI B hich ¢ 
, j } fru ited but rat 
‘ I > t i that 1 t t mal 
B at tl nsta ot 
| s Albert R t 1902 While I am 
: | I j f to the fact that the 
i ¢ ' j is appointed a nmittee 
j | the « t nae nt and distri 
d | irt centr th 
f t f I nve t access to 
j j } ffecting « nomy both 
j j trat é irts As president 
| t mittes ind had 1 
t f nd. Mr. (¢ é h 
r ‘ ( t ( ( te ind I feel sure 
} at \ I } deliberations of the Lord 
tt l | I f I i t ul ate 
¥ ‘ } , t ' te but I venture to hoy 
t} | in mind the mai 
‘ f +} the administration of justice 
} | t t ‘ s door, or as near t 
, i} lay dispute so that 
l nad a is possible ith h 
' } It ist be | nd it the administration 
‘ ' hort of f portir The fees paid | 
! i t t t I ti k vou ] rwre 
4 he I tat that in my pinion th amount which the State 
has t : 1 t be a 1 und t nee the opinion 
1} that the r has some extent interfered 
t} 1 fi | hy { inty courts, and 


of modern life, t lvise men as to their rights, to act as private 
diplomatista t of disputes, and ’’—he says it deliberately, 
vith t} ' branches of the legal profess T te be 
A peace | es. Second to prepare or give advice 
is t t ] ptions, especially those relating to land. 
Third t l perintend pr l¢ tigati s itor, 
ad ! 
SETTLEMENT OF DISPUTES 
Id e to adopt this statement. part irly Sir John Macdonell’s 
remal th regard to the settlement of disput We all know quite 
an r l pi t f the troubles and diffi 
ulti f apacity for considera 
tir t re re irt I ture t savy 
that for r j t rad t I ! l 1 sued ther ire 
a hundred at e ar hout 
that int , mical sngement. At the same 
time, } ! t t bsolute it 
for tl lt | 1 tr f tl + If the 
rt ' ! i St 1 the 
/ j } sit tor e ¢ 1 the 
, ‘ ly ; 


t 








been 


. 1 
nerel' 


ippears to me 


hat the number of plaints issued has on that account here and there 
reduced. The committee will, I feel sure, pay due regard to the 
temporary nature of this reduction in any conclusions at which 


they may arrive 
ADMISSION OF WomMEN As SOLIcITORs. 

Let me conclude by referring to a matter which is mentioned in our 
igenda—the admission of women as solicitors. It is not for me in 
ny way to dictate to you what you will do upon it, but it occurs to me 
that there may be some here who feel that the present is hardly the 


Many hundreds of 


time for raising such a question our younger 

lleagues are away fighting. I know not what their views upor the 
question may be, but I think that the least that is due to them from 
us is to take care, before coming to a conclusion on a question of this 
gravity, that they will have no ground for saying when they come 
back that we ought to have waited and given them an opportunity of 
expressing their Personally, I think we ought to wait. It 





would be futile, and 
any useful result Edward A. Bell has 
That the Council do r, and report upon 
provision for the admission of duly qualified 
I shall be very glad if he can see his way to 
that is entirely my own expression of 


ussion at the present time 
Mr. 


onside 


that 
lead to 
move 

of making 
profession.’’ 
motion, but 


nnot 
ven notice to 
sirabilityv 
the 
his 


MEETING. 





PROVINCIAL 
pardon for detaining you. My excuse 
the opportunity usually afforded to your President 
members of the Society at a provincial meeting is 

The Sussex Law Society had long 
velcoming you at Brighton for the meeting 
gret the impossibility of doing so under 


I feel that I must 
ct that 


the 


ask your 


iin t s vear not available lox ked 
ple wure of 
thev sin 


erely re 


umstances 





CONGRATULATIONS TO Mr. LLoyp GEORGE. 


The Prestpent said the first matter upon the paper of business was 
tice of motion by Mr. Charles Ford in the following terms 
offers its congratulations to the Right Honourable 


his a to the highest office in the Empire, 


ession 


und 1 ls its satisfaction at the attainment of the Premiership for 
the first time in history by a solicitor of the Supreme Court.”’ Col 
Ford had written him a letter to the effect that when he gave notice of 
the motion he was not aware of the resolution which had been passed 
by the Council congratulating Mr. Lloyd George on having beef called 
t the position of First Minister. He took it that the Council 
had so resolved as the mouthpiece of the Law Society, and if he was 
! nt in this view f their action, he wished not to pre eed further 

tice, and he asked that it should be regarded as age awn, 


stio order aré The meeting had probably seen the lu- 
vhich the C uncil had passed 

\ \ipmMperR sked that the resolution mig 

The PRESIDENT said resolution was as follows 


tulations of the Council be tendered to the Rt. Hon. 


ht be read to the meeting 
That the con 
David Lloyd 


the 





George, M.P., on the occasion of his being called upon by His Majesty 
tl King to upv the hich position of First Minister of the Crown 
The Cou desire to - e this opportunity of recording their entirel; 
! i fie d ippre tion of Mr. Lloyd George's efforts in the organiza- 
t f the country’s forces, military and civil, towards a victorious 
prosecution of the war. They cordially wish him success in his arduous 
t s, Prime Minister, which they trust will result in the achievement 
f isting and honourable peace.”’ That was the resolution of the 
( 1; then there was Cot. Ford’s notice of motion. The Council's 
r n was acknowledged by Mr. Lloyd George’s private secretary. 
Mr. Ford had withdrawn his notice of motion, but the matter being 
bef t} eeting, it was a question whether the meeting would like 
lse to be done 
Mr. Hasetprxe Jones (London) said he should like to move that the 
meeting entirely approved of the action of the Council in the tter, 
so that the meeting could strengtfien the views of the Council He 
he 1 the meeting would fully endorse all that the Council had done 
ind that they would be pleased that the Council had taken the earliest 
pportunity of voicing the feeling of the Society He thought they 
ere one and all agreed that on an occasion when, for the first time in 
existence of Mis great Empire, a member of the solicitor brat of 
the profession filled the most honourable and important post of First 
M ster of the Crown, and that during the time of the greatest ar 
that had ever taken place in the history of the British Empire, it was 
1 ibject for hearty congratulation that matters should be rie 
inder the leadership of a member of their branch of the professi 
The PrRestpent said, as a matter of order, that as the resolutior ild 
n he n d by Col F rd, who had given notice of it, any resolution 
the subject must be moved from the chair 
Mr. Hasecpine Jones said Th ped the President would see hi iv 
in enw » a resolution 
ir. G. B. Crook (London) congratulated the Council on the terms 
f th ¢ lution the had passe 1, which coemed to him exactly to meet 
th ls of the case If i€ was any satisfaction to the Council t sve 
their action confirmed by the meeting, he was sure, that would meet the 
wishes of the meeting 
[he Prestpent said that, if it was the desire of the meeting, he 
ld move a resolution in the terms of that which had been already 
t by the Council, but substituting the word ‘' soc iety ”’ wherevet 
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the word ‘‘council’’ appeared. He then moved the resolution as 
altered in this way. 

The Vice-Prestpent (Mr. Samuel Garrett) seconded the motion. 

Mr. F. M. Gvepatta (London) said that some six and a half years 
ago a resolution was moved in that hall, which had some bearing on the 
present matter, as to which he had a certain view, and upon which he 
had spoken, together with the late Mr. Bourchier Hawksley. He was 
glad to say that the profession was all now of one way of thinking 
with regard to Mr. Lloyd George, whose portrait hung behind the 
president, and whose accession to the office he now held was an honour 
to the whole legal profession. It was one of the most remarkable 
romances of life that this young man, without any family influence, 
without any wealth, should have become a Monmouthshire solicitor, and 
then come to London eventually to become Prime Minister of the 
country in a time of stress such as the present. He was delighted that 
for once they were in agreement with the council, and the council with 
them, on such an occasion as a solicitor becoming Prime Minister of 
England. 

A Member suggested that the words “ for the first time in history ”’ 
should be added to the resolution. 

Mr. Crook said he extremeiy regretted that it should be considered 
necessary to congratulate an individual solicitor on attaining the 
position of Prime Minister. He should have thought that almost any 
individual member of the council was worthy of that honour if he had 
had the political experience. The office of Prime Minister of the Crown 
was a matter which affected the public, and the public estimate of a 
man was personal to the man, and really had nothing whatever to do 
with the duties of a solicitor, which Sir John Macdonell had laid down 
in the paper which had been quoted by’the president, and it had nothing 
to do with political office. or other political matters. The society was 
not a political body. They might congratulate a man as a man, and 
they might be glad to know that he was a solicitor, but it was folly to 
stand on the ground that they were glad to know that he was a 
solicitor, and to assume that he did honour to them as solicitors, ot 
that they were doing honour to him as a solicitor as being Prime 
Minister. 

The Prestpent said he could not accept any amendment. 

The motion was carried unanimously. 


ADMISSION OF WOMEN As SOLICITORS. 


Mr. Epwarp A. Bett (London) had given notice of the following 
motion :—‘‘ That the Council do consider, and report upon the desir- 
ability of making provision for the admission of duly qualified women 
to the profession.’’ He said he had been greatly impressed with the 
view expressed by the President in the concluding part of his address, 
to the effect that the Council considered that the present was not an 
opportune time for bringing forward before the members of the society 
the subject-matter of the motion he had put on the paper. He took it 
that the opinion the President had expressed was the opinion of the 
Majority, at least, of the members of the Council, and, with the per 
mission of the meeting, he purposed to defer to the wishes of the Council, 
and to withdraw the motion. He did so for two reasons. The first 
was that he ventured to believe the cause which he had the honour to 
represent represented a fair-minded and dispassionate section of the com 
munity, and they knew ‘‘the moment when to take occasion by the 
hand.”’ Another point was that it might be considered that if this 
motion were moved now it would be rushed through, and that the cause 
on behalf of which the resolution was moved would suffer if the 
opportunity should not be afforded to those of their brethren who were 
serving with His Majesty’s forces, and who constituted part, at least, 
of the chivalry of the profession, of giving expression to the feelings of 
chivalry which might animate them in regard to this question. He 
ventured to hope, indeed he had high expectancy, that the cause which 
he ventured to represent in giving notice of his resolution would be 
enhanced and considerably supported by those members of the Society 
who were absent serving with the forces. As a personal matter, he 
might mention that when he sent the motion to the Society’s able and 
courteous secretary he at the same time informed him that he would 
not move the resolution if the members of the Council would intimate 
to him that the motion was one that they would prefer not being 
moved. He would not withdraw, but would defer moving the resolution 
until a time which might be regarded by the Council as an appropriate 
one for taking the opinion of the whole and undivided profession. 

Mr. Crook moved a vote of thanks to the President for presiding, 
and the President briefly responded. 


The Union Society of London. 


The society met at the Middle Temple Common Room on Wednesday, 
31st January, 1917, at 8 o'clock. The subject for debate was: ‘‘ That 
the scheme of President Wilson for an international guarantee of world 
wide peace is both desirable and feasible.’’ Opener, Mr. Sweeney. 
Opposer, Mr. Holt. Motion jost.—W. Ronryson, Hon, Sec. 
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Business Names Act. 
REGISTRATION OFFICE IN LONDON. 

In accordance with the provision of section 15 of the Registration of 
Business Names Act an office has been opened at 39, Russell-square, 
London, W.C., for the registration of firms and persons whose principal 
places of business are situated in England and Wales, and the Registrar- 
General has been nominated by the Board of Trade Registrar for the 
purposes of the Act. 

For Scotland and Ireland separate offices will be opened in Edinburgh 
and Dublin 

The Act received the R yal Assent on 22nd Dece mber, and the earliest 
date on which it is permissible for particulars to be furnished with a 
view to registration is 22nd February. 

The particulars required for registration must be furnished on the 
forms prescribed by the Board of Trade, which will be obtainable at the 
principal post offices. The registration fee, 5s., will be paid by affixing 
a 5s. postage stamp at the spot indicated on the form, Separate forms 
will be provided for individuals, firms, and corporations. 

When the forms are ready the fact will be notified in the Press. 

All communications in future relative to England and Wales should be 
addressed to Che Registrar of Business Names, 39, Russell-square, 
London, W.C. 


A Coroner and the Lighting Order. 


Mr. Ingleby Oddie, the Lambeth Coroner, at an inquest on the body 
of a man who was killed by a R.F.C. motor-car on Sunday evening, the 
21st ult., says the 7'imes, suggested that the lighting regulations had 
been carried too far 

Everyone, he said, would appreciate the necessity of darkening our 
streets at times when raids were likely, but he had never heard of 
Zeppelins arriving at 5, 6, /, 8, or even 9 o'clock in the evening. 
People leaving work and returnitg home had to catch their trams and 
mnibuses or walk about at a time when the streets were extraordinarily 
dangerous, and it was a question whether the time had not come when 
the lights should be turned up, at any rate, until 9.30. The people who 
made the regulations, perhaps, did not usually travel by trams and 
omnibuses, and so did not realize what a terrible state of things existed 
in London just now in “ crush hours ’’ at night 

Accidents due to the darkened streets were now so common that the 
newspapers did not report them. He had been looking up the statistics 
of his own district, and the result was very striking In October, 
November, and December, 1913, there were seventeen inquests due to 
street accidents. In the same months in 1916 there were forty-seven 
There were eight London coroners, and if those figures were multiplied 
accordingly, it would be found that a terrible state of affairs existed 
during the hours of darkness. 


The Poor Persons Rules. 


The difficulties among the poorer classes of obtaining divorce, to 
which Lord Justice Scrutton drew attention on Monday, have, says the 
Times, been accentuated by the war. ° 

Parties to actions and essential witnesses are often widely scattered, 
ind may be serving with the Army abroad. While poor persons can 
obtain relief in respect of court fees, and the rree services of solicitor 
and counsel, they are still responsible for the expenses of witnesses and 
the out-of-pocket expenses of their legal advisers 

It was intended when the Rules of the Supreme Court (Poor Persons) 
Act of 1914 was passed that a fund should be raised to give relief to 
poor litigants In respect of these costs, and before the war steps were 
being taken to form a committee to promote such a fund by voluntary 
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i number of cas ‘ till not heard because the applicagts are not in a 
position to bring the witnesses into court. Nevertheless, the relief 
already extends to po tigants has resulted in the hearing of over 
2,000 actions whi otherwise not have been brought to trial 
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National Provincial Bank of England (Limited). 
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t redit unimpaired and with the flag of its 
Within the last fortnight a new loan has 
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er hitherto dreamt « There is no better 
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the industry of Europe having for vears been 
material instead of reproductive work, combined 
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F tandard of 

trade ‘ rhe Europe will have 

t reaches the position which it occupied 


satistied this countrs vith its resources and 


yeti » ‘ emerge from the cataclysm as speedily if not 
peedils i ts enemies, and if the result of the war is the 
removal once and ) r of the menace of Prussian militarism afid 
the monstrous idea that Germany's mission was to rule not only 
Europe, but greater part of the world, the sacrifices we are making 
for the benefi f posterity and in the interests of humanity will not 
have been de nn iin. My hope is that after the war there will be 
no dragooni industries of the intryv, no transfer of these to 
functionarie i ‘ t scope will be given to private enterpri and 
tative wit} e) mpanying incentive to work 
mmediate concerns, ive presenting to you 
vith figures largely in excess of any which have 
hitherto beer I Our deposits in 1915 shewed an increase on 
the preceding year of over six millions Now a new record is disclosed 
1916 with a further crease of 19 millions and with a total of 100 
millions sterling, while our customer l am glad to say, again shew a 
considerable increase in numbers 
ve liberal 
assistance for trade requirements, but the demands have been less than 
usual This explains why our overdrawn accounts and’ bills have 
remained almost at tionary On the other hand, we have lent a con 
siderable amount of our deposits to the Government in short-dated 
Treasury Bill Prepared as we are to make liberal advances to our 
constituents to enable them to subscribe for the new War Loan, till such 
time as the ings will admit of dischargu their obligations, it is 


Wi have always been re dy as our constituents know to gy 


not unlikel, hi this time next ear vot v & a reduction in our 
deposits anc increase in our ar we but it is not the habit of 
the people of th ountry to rest quir when the ive in debt, and | 
have no doubt that every effort will be made by the exercise of economy 
und thrift to repay as speedily as possible any temporary advances which 
may be taken to enable our customers to invest in the great War Loan 

One misfortune we have had to face, and that has been the further 
depreciation in gilt-edged securities, which falls heavily on those banks 
holding large gilt-edged investments \s vou will no doubt remember, 
the minimum prices were removed in July last, and since that date 
prices have materially fallen. I am glad, however, to be able to tell 
you that the adjustments referred to in the report our securities 
have been written down to present market values 

Phe number of our staff serving with his Majesty's forces now amounts 
to 1,175. Of those who have gone to the front seventy-one have given 
their lives for their country, eighty-nine have been severely wounded, 
seven have been taken prisoner, fourteen have received the Military 
Cr s, and four have been mentioned despatches The release of so 
large & proportion of our staff for the war has resulted in our employing 
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no fewer than 1,174 lady clerks, a departure which in the main has = n 
eminently successful. That is to say, we have lost 1, 175 men and we 
have replaced them by 1,174 women. This is no slight evidence of the 
manner in which the women of this country have buc kled to do their bit 


The London City and Midland Bank (Limitcd), 


[he general meeting of the shareholders of the London City and 
Midland Bank (Limited) was held at the Cannon-street Hotel, London, 
E.t on Friday, 26th January, 1917. Sir Edward H. Holden, Bart 
the chairman), presided, and in the course of his speech said 

As we stood to-day we were in the midst of great economic phenon 
Our country was overflowing with money and credit. Large p 
vere being made, due greatly to increased prices, and our worl 
lasses were earning larger wages than ever before ; some were spending 
freely, others were saving. The same conditions prevailed in Germany, 
and, reviewing the position, one was inclined to ask, How was this 
credit created and where did the money come from? They all knew 
what credit was. If one person lent and another borrowed, the one 
gave credit and the other received it. If goods were bought and not 
paid for at once, you were said to get credit. Whenever a loan was 
made credit was created 

He went on to shew in detail how bankers were great manufacturers 
of credit, and explained how nearly all the loan transactions of banks 
created credit. The making of loans and the creation of credit might 
go on continuously were it not for the fact that all the credits were 
diffused among different people, who paid them to their accounts with 
their banks on condition of repayment by the banks on demand or at 
hort notica These two corditions compelled the banks to hold suffi 
cient liquid resources to meet the repayment of any credits which we 
demanded from them. If, as the result of his explanation, they under 
stood that loans created credits, and that adequate reserves must be 
held to protect those credits, then they would understand the prin 
ciples on which the banking systems of the whole world were carried 
on. Of course the loans took different forms, such as short loans 
advances to industry and commerce, bills of exchange discounted, 
rreasury Bills bought, investments in Exchequer bonds, investments 
in long loans, and in various other ways, and the credits created were 
repayable on demand, at short notice, and sometimes at long terms 

The Government had borrowed, between August, 1914, and 3 
December, 1916, over £3,000,000,000. Whenever a Covernment 
had been brought out the custom had been for the amount of the 
applied for to be taken in instalments from the Joint Stock and 
banks and placed to the credit of the Government with the Bank of 
England, for the Government to pay their indebtedness out of such 
credits to their creditors and for such creditors to place the amount 
received to their credit with the banks again. There was a limit to 
the size of a loan if it were to be paid up in full. Loans were made 
payable by instalments and at arranged periods in order that each 
instalment might have time to get through the Bank of England 
through the business firms, and back into the banks before another 
instalment was required There was no disorganization of banks 
reserves when the Government borrowed on Treasury Bills, Exchequer 
Bonds and other short term securities, because the amounts lent on 
them, although withdrawn from the banks, were not of sufficient weekly 
magnitude to inconvenience the reserves of the banks before they were 
again replenished by the return of the withdrawals. He explained how 
the Government had been able to borrow such large sums by referring 
to the revolutions of a wheel. The banks placed in the wheel the pay- 
ments they made to those customers who had subscribed for the loans; 
the wheel carried these payments to the credit of the Government with 
the Bank of England, and the subscribers received their securities : the 
Government then placed in the wheel cheques, in payment of com- 
modities received and services rendered, for conveyance to their 
creditors, and the creditors then used the wheel to carry those cheques 
to the credit of their accounts with their banks, which re-established 
the banks’ reserves and prepared them for another instalment. This 
procedure had gone on daily and weekly with the short securities and 
periodically with the two long-term securities. He went on to explain 
that banking credit was created when Government loans were tal 
up by banks on their own account, or when banks made advan 
their customers to enable them to subscribe for such loans, because 
the cash, which had been taken from the bankers’ reserves to subscribe 
for the loans, ultimately came round again to the banks and formed new 
deposit When, however, bank depositors used their deposits to sub 
scribe for loans, these deposits were merely transferred to the 
Government, and, after disbursement by the Government, found their 
way back to the Joint Stock banks through the accounts of the Govern- 
ment contractors. There was here no creation of credit, but merely 
a transfer from the subscriber to the Government, from the Govern 
ment to the contracfors, and from the contractors back to the banks. 
The same deposit was capable of being driven round the whee! con- 
tinuously so long as its different owners were willing to tal up 
Government loans, and during each revolution of the wheel an addi 
tional amount of loan was paid for. 

The observations he had made showed clearly how, with total deposits 
of about £1,100,000,000 in the banks of the United Kingdom at the 
beginning of the war, the Government had been able to borrow over 
£3,000,000,000; and further, that when the Government issued 
loans, and such loans were taken up either by customers of banks oF 
hy banks themselves, the operations were carried through by using 
for a time bankers’ reserves, 
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After describing in detail the German War Loan system and _ the ; 


influence of America on foreign loans 

Sir Edward Holden turned to the banking system of this country 
and said if they could continue to keep the banks of this country liquid 
as they were at the present time, they would succeed in the future not 
only in Te-establishing our home industries, but, they hoped, also in 
protecting and developing our foreign trade to a greater extent than 
hitherto. He estimated the total available resources of the banks of 
this country were £1,450,000,000, of which 600 to 700 millions were 
necessary to carry on our manufacturing and merchanting businesses. 
The banks held from 400 to 450 millions in investments, leaving about 
350 millions which were absolutely necessary to protect the deposits of 
the banks. He thought that in the interests of London as the financial 
centre of the world, it would not be wise to prevent foreign banks from 
opening branches in this country, provided those branc! conformed 
to our customs and published balance-sheet showing their English 
positions. Concessions should be made to En clish banks 
establish themselves in foreign countries similar to those made to foreign 
banks establishing themselves in this country, and the (« 
should provide for this, because, unless Britis h bankers were able to 
open branches in foreign countries they would not be in a position to 
afford the same facilities for the extension of our foreign trade as they 
would otterwise be able to do. He then put in a strong plea for the 
adoption of the metric system in this country, together with a decimal 
monetary system, and went on to comment on the leading figures of the 
bank’s balance-sheet and profit and loss account, remarking that their 
net profits for the year ending 31st December last amounted to 
£1,636,968, and that they were paying their usual dividend of 18 per 
cent. for the year, leaving to be carried forward £129,941, which, with 
the amount brought forward from last year of £113,597, made a total! 
of £243.538 to be carried forward to the next account. 

He then paid a striking tribute to the staff, also a tribute of praise 
to the work of the lady clerks, who numbered 2,600, and remarked that 
180 members had given their lives for the country, the directors proffer 
ing to the relatives of these brave men their deepest sympathy. 

He moved the idoption f the Report, vhich was unanimous 
cart ed. 

The usual complimentary resolutions to the chairman, board 
directors, managers and staff having been passed, the meeting termi 
with a vote of thanks to Sir Edward Holden for his conduct 
Chair that day 


set King to 


London County and Westminster Bank (Limited) 


Mr. Walter Leaf, deputy 
meeting of the London County and 
the 25th ult. In the course of his speech in moving the adoption of the 
report, he said that the state of affairs shewn in ‘it was one of which 
the bank might be proud. So far as the internal affairs of the bank 
were concerned, the vear 1916 had been one of steady and very pre fitable 
prosperity. The net result was that they had not only written down 
their investments to a point at which they stood that day well under 
the market price, and paid the same dividend as last year, but they had 
also been able to resume their practice—a very sound rule—of writing a 
large amount—£100,000 off their premises account, which now stood at 
almost the same sum as two years ago. ‘That reduction, in view 
low figure at which their premises stood in their books, migl 
regarded as practically an addition to their reserve It would be, 
perhaps, interesting if, after two and a half years of war, he compared 
some of the figures in their balance-sheet with those published in July, 
1914, just before the outbreak ot hostilities. At that date then 
deposits were £87,000,000; they had now risen to £117,000,000 by 
steady growth—a wonderful sign of the resources of the country 
Acceptance for customers were then a little over £4,000,000, and they 
had now risen to 64 millions. But this amount now included very little 
of the old commercial acceptances, and it was mostly made up of 
obligations and acceptances undertaken at the request of the Govern 
ment, and guaranteed by them. In the same way the item of bills dis 
counted on the opposite side of the account contained but little com 
mercial paper, the place of which had been taken by Treasury Bills 
There was here a diminution of about four millions, which had gone, 
of course, into investments. ‘There was, moreover, a large diminution 
in the advances to customers. Thiese stood at 46} millions i in 2 Jane. 1914, 
and they were now reduced to about 36 millions. This, he could assure 
them, was not from any desire on the bank’s part to reduce the facilities 
given to customers for their legitimate requirements—all these they had 
met in the most liberal spirit. The fall was due to the fact that, 
owing to the accumulation of profit, together with the high rates ruling 
for por yond and the inducements offered by the Government for the 
realization of stocks, their customers had been paying off advances, in 
many cases of old standing, so that the liquidity of this item had been 
materially improved. 

rheir gross profits for the vear were a record; but they would se« 
that the item on the other side, increased interest paid to customers, 
owing to the high rates ruling for money, had taken the greater part of 
this increase. ‘The increase in salaries and other expenses was als 
large. This was due to several causes. One was naturally the increas 
im income tax. They paid all their salaries free of income tax, so that 
to this extent the bank had borne the whole cost They had also 
thought it right, in view of the increased cost of living, to give a wat 
bonus to those on the permanent staff who received the smaller salaries, 
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THE HOSPITAL FOR SICK CHILDREN, 
GREAT ORMOND STREET, LONDON. 


CHILDREN OF TO-DAY 


are the 


CITIZENS OF TO-MORROW. 
6 Rae need for greater effort to counterbalance 
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drain of War upon the manhood of the 
Nation, by saving infant life fur the future welfare of 
the British Empire, compels the Committee of The 
Hospital for Sick hildren, Great Ormond-street, 
London, to plead Host earnestly for increased 
support for the National work this Hospital 1s 
performing in the preservation of child lite 
The children of the Nation ean truthfully be said 
to be the greatest asset the Kingdom posses es. yet 
the mortality amony babi Ss is still appalling while 
the birthrate is slowly but surely declining. 
i over 60 years this Hospital has been the 
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TeEMPLe G. R. Mitchison, B.A., Oxford; J. N. Fraser, B.A., | 
Ansbacher, Camb. 

Mippie Temere.—Major CC, J. D. Freeth, R.G.A., B.A., Trin. Coll., 
Dublin; J. Quartier, Avocat 4 la Cour d’Appe!l de Paris; Captain 
A. K. H. Neale, Liverpool] Regt.; B. A. K. McRoberts; J. P. Stimson, 
B.A., Camb.; Captain W. Boyle, R.E.; G. Jubb; H. B. Bradish ; 
E. M. Duke, LL.B., Lond., Barstow Law Scholar, Hilary Term, 1917, 
Campbell Foster Prizeman, British Government Scholar in 
Mathematics, Andrews Entrance Scholar in Science and Joseph Hume 
Scholar in Jurisprudence, Univ. Coll., London; L. P. Rastorgoueff, 
tussian Advocate; C. W. Perera; D. C. Lee; R. H. Gregorowski; 
A. D. Blackburn. 

Gray's Inn.—E Chappell, 
Major lr. Rich, R.E r.F.); F. R. Batt, LL.M., Univ. of W ales, Le« 
turer in Law at the Univ. of Sheffield; J. P. Rutherford, LL.B., Lond 

Names of gentlemen who will apparently not practise in this country 
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Obituary. 


Mr. Henry Winch. 


Bar at Gray’s Inn, and many outside it, wil] learn 
Mr. Hexry Wuxecu, one of its Benchers, died at 
Westminster, on Saturday, at the age of fifty-four. 

Mr. Winch was a son of the late Mr, Henry Winch, Q.( who was 
the second son of Mr. Edward Winch, brewer, of Chatham. After his 
call to the Bar by Gray's Inn in the spring of 1889, Mr. Winch joined 
the South-Eastern uit, of which his father had been a prominent 
and respected member He had resources, ho which made it 
unnecessary for him to devote himself assiduously to the practice of his 
profession, and he turned his attention largely to the study of English 
history. On that subject he was always a well-informed and delightful 
conversationalist. In addition he had many of those qualities of good 
fellowship and learning which make a man a valued member of an Inn 
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Legal News. 


Information Required. 


MISS MARY COLLIS, deceased.—Any person having informa 
urd to a will made by the above, late of Beechcroft, Moly 
Wells, formerly of Sydenham, is requested to 
Keen, Rocers, ann Co., 59, Carter-lane, 
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elected president of the Institute of Bankers 


Roderic K. Clark, a well-known Quaker, and director of a Croydon 
firm of export merchants, has been sentenced to 112 days’ imprisonment 
with hard labour for a conscientious objector, to obey 


military orders 


Lk Bank, has been 


ivds 


Mr. R. V 


refusing, as 


A Reuter’s message from The Hague, dated 25th January, says :—In 
Parliament to-day the Minister for Foreign Affairs said, in reference 
to Mr. Wilson’s proposals, that it would not be a wise policy for 
Holland to bind herself to exercise economic or military compulsion 
against any other Power 

Mr. aged seventy, a Bencher of 
Jd hn 8 College, Cambridge, of 


Ernest Laurence Levett, K.C., 
Lincoln’s Inn, and late a Fellow of St 
Cambridge-terrace, Hyde Park, who left £250 each to the Barristers’ 
Jenevolent Association, King's College Hospital, and the Paddington 
Green Children’s Hospitak left estate of gross value £70,226. 

A new edition Mr. J. A. Hobson's Evolution of Modern 
Capitalism,”’ long accepted as a standard work on this branch of economi 
literature, is now being issued by The Walter Scott Publishing Com 
pany (Limited). A long supplementary chapter brings the earlier treat 
ment up to date, and after discussing the economic transformation 
brought about by the war, in particular its bearings upon the attitude of 
the State towards industry, and the changes in distribution of wealth, 
presents a speculative forecast of the problems which will arise when 


of 


the war is over. 

The Z'smes special correspondent at Amsterdam, under date 26th 
January, says M. Loudon, the Netherlands Foreign Minister, speak 
ing in the Second Chamber to-day, said, in reply to a question, that 
armed merchantmen would be treated by Holland as warships or on a 
level with them, and would only be admitted into Dutch waters in case 
of damage, and in the colonies to take in fuel and food. The detention 
of a number of grain ships by the British Government was, the 
Minister said, the consequence of a misunderstanding concerning an 
arrangement relating to the consignment by cable of foods to the Dutch 
The question had been settled after long negotiations. 


Government. 
The detention 


The Minister hoped that an indemnity would be paid. 





of copper was also due to a misunderstanding. The detention of 7'he 
Westerdyk was not only a question of illegality, but of unfriendliness. 

A Reuter’s message from Paris, dated 31st January, says :—The wife 
of a French pollu was sentenced in October last to three months 
imprisonment for harbouring her husband, who was a deserter. Shé 
appealed, and yesterday she was acquitted on the ground that no law 
permits a wife to refuse admission and residence to her husband, and 
also that it would be asking for a sacrifice beyond a wife’s powers t 
require her to denounce her husband, 

At Westminster Police Court on Thursday, says the J'imes, before 
Mr. Mead, John Eager Woolven, nineteen, clerk, on bail, was charged 
on remand as an absentee. The defendant offered himself for enlist- 
ment on 20th October, 1915, and was rejected. It was alleged that 
his age was incorrectly given at that time, with the result that his 
name did not appear on the books for a ‘‘ pink form’’ to be sent before 
Ist September, 1916. The defendant contended that, having received 
no ‘‘ pink form,”’ his liability had ceased, in accordance with the first 
schedule of the second Military Service Act. For the military authori 
ties it was objected that the defendant had never offered himself for 
general enlistment, but only for enlistment in a specia] unit—the Terri- 
torial R.A.M.C. Mr. Leslie Smith, for the defendant, said there was 
nothing in the schedule of the Act about special or general enlistment. 
Mr. Mead said that if the cause of rejection had been a special one 
on account of offering for a special unit, there might be some argument 
for the prosecution. But the rejection was general. The defendant, 
must be discharged. A case would be stated for the High Court if 
the military authorities wished. An application for the defendant's 
costs was refused, 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature, 
ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


EMERGENCY APPEAL CouRT Mr. Justice 
RoTa. No. 1. NEVILLE, 
5 Mr. Greswell Mr. Farmer 
6 Bloxam Synge 
Jolly Bloxam 
Borrer Goldschmidt 
Goldschmidt Leach 
Leach Church 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Date. SARGANT. YOUNGER. 
Feb. 5Mr. Bloxam Leach 
Jolly Goldschmidt 
Synge 
Farmer 
Church 
Goldschmidt 


Mr. Justice 
Eve. 
Mr. Jolly 
Greswell 
Borrer 
Synge 
Farmer 
Bloxam 


Mr. Justice 

PETERSON. 
Mr. Borrer 

Leach 
Greswell 
Jolly 
Bloxam 
Synge 


Date. 


Monday Feb. 
Tuesday ...... 
Wednesday 
Tharsday 
Friday 
Saturday 


Mr. Synge 
Church 
Farmer 
Bloxam 
Greswell 
Jolly 


Mr. Justice 
ASTBURY. 

Mr. Church 
Farmer 
Goldschmidt 
Leach 
Borrer 
Greswell 
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Monday Mr. 
Tuesday ..... 
Wednesday .. 
Thursday .... 
Friday 
Saturday 








Winding-up Notices. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette. —FRIDAY, Jan. 12. 

ANGLO-FRENCH PETROLEUM SYNDICATE LTD. —Creditors are requircd, on or before Feb 12 
to send their names and addres es, and particu ars. f.their debts or claims, to Wil! iam 
Goldie, 278 and 279, Dashwood House, New Broad st, Liquidator. 

JOHNSON BROTHERS (GLOUCESTER), Ltp. (IN LIQUIDATION.)}—Creditors are reyuired, on 
or before Feb 18, to send their uames and addr-sses, wi h particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Edmund Francis Norman, 19-21, Queen Victoria st, liquidator. 

JouN BRINSMEAD & Sons, LtTpD.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 10, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to G offrey 
Bostock, 21, Ironmonger In, liquidator. 








HIS MONEY EARNS OVER 10°/ 
° 
ECAUSE when 6:1 years of age he bought a “Sun 
Life of Canada” Annuity, and that is what it 
works out at. And the larger income obtained, 
and the certainty that it will be paid whatever happens 
adds years to his life. Advise your clients to do likewise ! 
The Sun Life of Canad. gives better terms than any 
other first-class Company. Assets over £15,000,000, 
invested in strict accordance with Canadian Govern- 
ment requirements. 
Write for Booklet to 
J. F. JUNKIN (Manager), 


SUN LIFE OF CANADA, 217, Canada House, 
Norfolk Street, London, W.C. 


i 
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Ruopgsta AspesTos Co, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 10, to s>nd 
their names and addresse:, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Geoffrey 
Bostock, 21, Ironmenger 1), liq idator. 

THOMAS STEPHENSON & Co, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 12, to 
send ‘heir names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Thomas Stephenson, 26, Blackburn rd, Padiham, nr Burnley, liquidater 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette. —TUESDAY, Jan, 16. 


AUSTRALIAN MUTUAL SHIPPING Co, LTD.—Credi ors are required, on or before April 16: 
to send their names ani addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
David Charles Ellis and James E |ward Wilson, care of Dixon & C», 28, Basinghall st 
liquidators. 

Capins, LtTp.--Creditor: are required,on or before Feb1,to sendther names and 
addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims. to Percy Mason and William Harry 
Cork, 19, Eastcheap liquidators. 

CARRIZOZO CATTLE Raxcu Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 28, to send 
their names and addresses to G. E. 8. Venner, Blomfield House, 85, London Wa!l, 
liquidator. 

HeNDON STEAMSHIP Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 28, to send thes 
names and addresses, and the ; artioulars of their debts or claims, to T. R. Stephens, 
2, Gresham bidgs, liquidator. 

LA MINA BREA SYDNICATE, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 16, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their deb‘s or claims, to Wm. Nell, 
liquidator. 

New VIBRO-CONCRETE, Ltp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION.)—Cred ‘to 8 are required, on 
or before Feb 16, to send in their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Frederick Seymour Salaman 1-2, Bucklersbury, liquid tor. 

PORTUGUESE WINE (0, LtD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION.)—Cred tors are required, 
on or before Feb 20,to seniin their names and addres es, ard particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Frederick Bernard Harper, 35, Great Tower st, liquidatcr. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIE 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Jan, 19. 


DESMOND SYNDICATE, LTD.—Creditors are required, on orbefore Feb 20, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Richard Henry 
Gillespie 29a, Charing Cross rd, liquidator 

KILOWATT PUBLISHING Co, LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION.)}—Creditors are required, 
on or before Feb 16, to send theirenames and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Mr. Arthur Web ter, 203, Temple ch nbrs, Temple av, liquidator. 

MEXICAN MINING & INDUSTIAL CORPORATION, LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION )}— 
Creditors are required, on or before Feb 15, to send their names and addresses, and 
particulars of their debts or claims, to Hy. Richards, liquidator. 

New Lyncw CoLurery Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 26, to send 
their names an?’ addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claim:, to David 
Williams. 3, Glouceste~ sq, 8 sansea, liquidator. 

PREMIER MEAT Co, LTp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 3, to send their 
names and addresses, an | the particulars of their debts or claims, to Percy Bantock 
Nevill, 65, New Broad st, liquidator. 

STENTORPHONE SYNDICATE, LTD —Creditors are required, on or before Feb 20, to sen! 
in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Arthur 
Alfred Baster, Whitgift chmbrs, Nort 1 end, Croydon, liquidator 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—TURSDAY. Jan ,23. 

L,& S SYNDICATB, LTD.—Creditors are requjred,on or before Feb 6, to send ther 
names and addresses, and the ;articulars of their debts or claims, to Wm. Holt, 
155, Salisbury House, London Wall, liquidator. 

STAR POTTLING Co, LTD. (IN LIQUIDATION.) —Creditors are required, on or before Feb 19, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Mr. John Gwynne Street, 41, Finsbury sq. liquidator. 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Jan. 12. 


Hampson & Scott, Ltd. 

J. Bruggman & Co, Ltd. 

Joseph Crook & Co (Bolton), Ltd. 
Rhodesia Asbestos Co, Ltd. 

Anglo French Petroleum Syndicate, Ltd 
Rogers & Forster, Ltd. 

Nome Syndicate, Ltd. 


Matlock Mines Co, Ltd. 

Renaissance Films, Ltd. 

Trinidad Central Oilfields, Ltd. 

Ortoire Syndicate, Ltd. 

Oil Concessions of Mayaro (Trinidad), Ltd. 
Crus: Syndicate, Ltd. 

Central American Mines, Ltd. 

Excel Polish & Chemical Co, Ltd. 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Jan. 16. 


Lely Gold Exploration Co, Ltd. Taylor & Sanderson Steam Shipping Co, 
Endcliffe Hall, Ltd. Ltd. 

Portuguese Wine Co, Ltd. La Mina Brea Syndicate, Ltd. 

Edward Fletcher & Sons, Ltd. Dos-or Syndicate, Ltd. 

Johnson Capped Projectile Syndicate, Ltd. Priory Mineral Water Co, Ltd 

Swan Line, Lt. Consolidated Enterprises, Ltd. 

Bird & Etherington, Ltd. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Jan 19. 


Immisch Launch and Boat Co, Ltd. 
Ottoman Anglo-American Syndicate, Ltd. 
d. Maule Steamship Co, Ltd: 
Technical Engimeering Co, Ltd. Wolviston Steamship Co, Ltd. 
Tin Dredge, Ltd. Nicholl Steamships, Ltd. 
Northern Counties Decorators & Painters, Despatch, Ltd. 
Ltd. Edward Lomer & Co, IAd. 
New Lynch Colliery Co, Ltd. 
Desmond Sy:dicate, Ltd. 
Kensington Developments, Ltd. 


Merrylees & Co, Ltd. 
a7" & District Picture Palaces, 


Taramal Agency, Ltd. 
Pwilheli and District Motors, Ltd. 
Ellenay Publishing Co, Ltd. 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Jan. 23 


Patriotic Rifle Range Syndicate, Ltd. Union Manufaeturing Co (Ramsbo tom), Ltd. 
London Showeard Co, Ltd, Rose of Sharon & Shamrock Gold Mines 
Scott's Cafe, Ltd. (1911), Ltd. 

Tip Top Gold Mining Co, Ltd. Southern Cross Motor Garage Co, L‘d. 


Winding-up of Enemy Businesses. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Jan. 12. 
Lupwic & Co, 2, Carthusian st.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 2, to send 
by prepai 1 post, fall particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles Ryland Beeby, 66, 
Basinghall st, controller. 
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SCHLOSSER & CRAMER.—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 18, to send, by prepaid 
post, fall particulars of their debts or claims, to J. W. Gorden Butterfield, 2, Darley 
st, Bradford, controller. 

C. SCHNEIDER & Co.—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 31, to send by prep:id post 
full particulars of their debts or claims to James Mair D vie:,jun., C.A., 168, St. Vio 
cent st, Glasgow, controller. 

WALTER STHAMER, St. Dunstan's bidgs.—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 31, 
to send by prepaid post, full particulars of their debts or claims, to James Fraser, 31, 
Copthall av, controller. 








London Gazette—TUESDAY Jan. 16, 


TLUSTY KNOPFLMACH+R & Co.—Creditors are rejnired, on or before Feb 16, to send 
by prepaid post, full particulars of their debtsor claims to Albert Henry Partridge 
8, Warwick ct, Gray's inn, controller. 


London Gazette. —FRIDAY, Jan. 19. 


OSCAR FLAMMGER, 8, Cheapside.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb @8, to send 
their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to P. Woodthorpe, 
1, Leadenhall st, controller. 

E. A. SCHWERDTFEGER & Co, 73 Golden In.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 17, 
to send, by prepaid post, full particulars of their debts or claims, to John William 
Woodthorpe, Leadenhall bidgs, 1, Leadenhall! st, controller. 

WILLIAM SCHROEDER & CO, 122, Wood st.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 17, 
to send, by prepaid post, full particulars of their debts or claims, to John William 
W oodthorpe, Leadenhall bidgs, 1, Leaden}hall st, controller. 

PAUL Suss A.G., 73, Golden In.—Creditors sre required, on or before Feb 17, to send, by, 
prepaid post, full particulars of their debts or claims, to Johv Wil iam Wo xithorpe, 
Leadenhsl! bidgs, 1, Leadenhall st, controller. 

F Turpitz & Co, 150-1, Fenchurch st —Creditors are required, on or before Feb 17, to 
send, by prepaid post, full particulars of their debts or claims, to Percy Woodthorpe 
Leadenhall bidgs, 1, Leadenhall st, controller. - 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Jan. 23. 


Hoppe & Co, 6, Westmoreland bidgs, Aldersgate st —Creditors are required, on or 
before Jan 25, to send, by prepaid post, full particulars of their debts or claims, to 
John Baker, Eldon Street House, Eldon st, controller. 





Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last DAY OF CLAIM. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Jan, 19. 


AUSTIN, GODFREY CLIFFORD, Piccalilly Mari6 Patersons & Co, Lincoln's inn flelds 

BAKER, SARAH SMITH, Ipswich Feb15 Ald us & Gotlee, Ipswich 

SIRKBY, JOHN, Cleckheaton, Yorks, Farmer Feb17 Clough & Crabtree, Cleckheaton 

BLAGG, WALTER EpwARD, Cheadle, Staffs Feb 17 Blagg &)Co, Cheadle Staffs 

BROWN, CHARLES Perry, Boreham Wood, Hertford Feb oF Roney & Co, New Broad- 
at 

CATMUR, CAROLINE, Castellain mans, Maila Hill Feb14 Ellerton & Wilbraham, Birk- 
beck Bank chmbys, High Holborn 

CHESTERTON, FRANK SIDNEY, Cheapside 

CHURCHILL, AUGUSTUS SHEPARD, Belgrave mans, Grosvenor gdns 
Lincoln's inn fields 

CocHRANE, EMILY, Longsight, Manchester Feb 19 

CoLE, GEORGE WILLIAM, Carisbrooke rd, Walthamstow, Ironmonger 
Fenchurch bidgs 

COLTHURST, ARTHUR BEADON, Nailsea, Somerse' shire 

CRAWFORD, ALEXANDER BASIL, Boston, Lincs, Solictor 
tingham 

DIXON, DINAH SUSAN, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Iyne 

ELLICE, ROBERT FREDERICK. Eaton pl Mar 1 

EWART, ISABELLA, St Mark's rd, North Kensington 
inn, Strand 

FRERKE, LEONARD, Ri hmond, Surrey Feb 28 

GorRDON, ALEXANDER Maurice, Chalfont St 
Sherborne In 

HAFFENDEN, MARY ANNE, Hanwell re 28 

HANNING-LEB, EDWARD HANNING, Brighton 


Feb 24 Sawbridge & Son, Aldermanbury 
Feb 15 Pyke & Co 


Orrell, Manchester 

Feb 19 Longhurst, 
Barry & Harris, Bristol 
Rking & Co, Not- 


Mar 25 
Feb 24 
Mar 1 Maughan & Hall. Newcastle upon 
Johnson & Co, New sq, Lincoln's inn 

Feb 19 Goddard & Co, Clements 


Orgill, Norfolk st 
Gils Feb 28 Will‘amson & Co, 
Dodd, Reading 

Feb 28 Travers-‘Smith & Co, Throgmorton 


av 

HARROP, JOHN, Heaton Mersey, Lancs Feb 28 Simpson & Simpson, Manchester 

HUDDEN, FRA}CE: ANN KIMBER CATHERINE, Lurle rd, Tollington Park Mar5 
Vallan.e & Vallance, Essex st, Strand 

HURST, JOSEPH STANCLIFFE, Ripon, Yorks Mar 1 

Ions, WILLIAM, South Chariton, Northumberland, Carrier 
Alnwick 

JAMES, FRANK SHERRINGTON, Bristol Mar 3 

JAMES,SARAH ANN, Southend on Sea Marl 

KNIGHT, ELIZABETH, Queen's rd, South Norwood 
Croydon 

LANDER, MARY ANN MINTER, Birkdale, Sout»port Marl Morecroft & Co, Liverpool 

Leg, ANN WATSON, Liverpool Feb28 Rhoces & Hall, Bradford 

LEWIS, SOPHIA, Stoke St Michael, Somerset Mar8 Mackay & Son, Shepton Mallet, 
Somerset 

MAITLAND, ISABELLA REAVELY, St Leonards on Sea 
Billiter sq 

MILLARD, MARY ELIZABETH, Edgbaston, Birmingham 
mingham 

MITCHELL, JOHN CALEB, Woodland gdns, Muswell! Hill 
Bank chmbrs, Hornsey 

ORANGE, ALICE ANGUS, Alnwick, Northumberland Feb 23 Middlemas, Alnwick 

PALLISER, ISABELLA, Bingham rd, Croydon Feb17 Attenborough, Walbrook 

PERCIFULL, FREDERICK, Minehead Marl Puvthecary & Co,’Gresham bidgs, Basing- 
hal! st 

PRITCHARD, CLARA, Barton under Needwood, Staffs Feb 16 

RASHLEIGH, GEORGE, M rylands rd, Paddington, Driil Instructor 
Outer Temple, Stran i 

REID, WILLIAM SYDNEY, Penarth, Glam, Shipping Agent Mar 1 
Leadenhall .t 

RICHARDS, DAVID, Little Haven, Pembrokeshire, Chaplain Feb 28 

SEVERNE, CATHERINE FLORENCE MORGAN, Shrewsbury, Salop 
Surrey st, Strand 

SHAW, MARGARET ANN, Flimby, Cumberland Feb 21 ( rerar, Maryport 

SIMPSON, FREDERICK, Torquay Mar $l Lewis & Sons, Wilmington sq 

SMITH, ROBERT GEORGE, Liverpool, Chemist Feb16 Rudd & Co, Liverpool 

SNOW, CECIL LONGUEVILLE, Alexaudria, Egypt Feb 28 Munns & Longien, Frederick's 
pl, Old Jewry 

SQuIRE, THOMAS, Uxbridge rd Mar 1 

STAFFORD, ROWLAND GEORGE WILLIAM, Parkstone, 
Clement's In 


Hutchinson, Ripon 
Feb 17 Hindmarsh & Hardy, 


sarry & Harris, Bris ol 
Hubbard, Bloomsbury “4 
Feb 28 Rowland & Hutchinson, 


Feb 28 Druces & Attlee, 


Mar 1 Cochrane & Co, Bir- 


Feb 19 Kobins & Grimedall, 


Taylor, Burton on Trent 
Feb 28 Savor & Co, 


W & W Stocken, 


De G x, We mouth 


Mar7 Few& Cc, 


Davidson & Co, Acton 


Dorset Feb 28 Hays & Co, 
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TooGooD, FRANK WILLIAM, Weston super Mare, Timber Merchant Mar 25 tarry & | LENNOX, ALGERNON LIONEL, Markham sq, Chelsea Mar 31 Saltwell & Co, Stone bidgs, 
Harris, Bristol Lincoln's inn 

UNDERWOOD, Henry, Leicester, Hosiery Manufacturer Feb 7 Harding & Barnett, | MACLAINE, WILLIAM, Mildenhall rd, Lower Clapton Feb 28 Edwin & Co, Trivity a, 
Leicester Southwark 

WATSON, CHARLES JouN, Ritherdon rd, Upper Tooting, Tailor Feb 14 Gery & Brooks, | MILLs, Letitia SopHia, Dudley Feb13 Whitehouse & Brettell, Dudie 
Old Cavendish st MogbvUg, THOMAS, Anafield Plain, Durham, Joiner Feb 28 Dickinson & Co, Newcastig 

WILTOS, THOMAS STEPHEN WALLIS, Surbiton Fr ister, Thavies inn, Holborn cir upon Tyne 

NEAME, SIDNKY, Selling, Kent, Farmer Feb 28 Tasrell & Son, Faversham 

NOTTAGE, MARTHA CHRISTIANA, Collingham rd, 5 Kensington Feb 24 Evans « Uo, 
Gray's inn sq 

t Feb 25 Underwood & Co, Holle; st, Cavendi q | PARKER, JANE, Boito», Lancs Feb2t Cooper & Hamer, Bolton 


vlon Gazette, 


Apuar, JAMPS ELRICK, Brya 


ALLAN. Hoan Stockbridge, Ha ts Feb2?1 Newman & Co, Y-ovil PHILLIPS, REES, Parsons Green Maz 9 Tatton & Co, Kensington High st 

AUBKRY-FLETCHER, Lad AGNES MORLEY STUART, Aug vering, sus ex Feb 22 ewmin P( WELL, JAMES HESLOP UNTHANK, Campden House ot, Kensington Marl Baileys & 
& Co. Howard st Strand Co, Berners st : 

BENNETT, THOMAS, Whittle y, N rthamp on ; ) Iment tATT, CHARLES, Haslemere, Surrey Feb26 Stephenson & Co, Lombard st 


- encuth LLEVN,JouN, York Marl Kay, Yo°« ‘ ; aoe 

BiaGR, Sir WILLIAM EQEL! es " m4 ) rret | » S, FREDERIOK GorDoON, Alderley Edge, Cheshire, Cotton Spinner Mar 15 ullock 
fAvlds & ‘0, Manchester ‘ 

CHARLTON, Matrut are om piasios ren ) ' ||, | SHBEPSHANKS,e CHARLES JOHN HarcoJlrt, Chudleigh, Devon Feb 22 Hacker @ 
Dune in House, Basis ‘ Mi helmore, New'on Abbot : : .“ 

Cows, PETER. Littlehampt< eat Deonates Feb 28 Pittman, Pasinghall a Jous, Newcastle upon Tyne, Fish Merchant Feb 14 Drury, Newcastle upon 

: erecrLLA. HAY 3 ‘ ster Feb18 Mathe on e yne 

oph hiy eg  eg ed Momieeh © \ ,#. Bradford SMART, GUY, Ashton upon Mersey Mar9 J & E Whitworth, Manchester 

Frowp, Mary, Rattray rd, Brixton Feb 24 Ballard, Hare ct, Inner Temple ra —= so a LILIAN, Alderley Edge, Chester Mare 9 J & E Whitworth, 

‘ =: . N >otterspury ort yr feb 23 tt & Son, Stony anchester ‘ 

wate meer ew yer a, Fettenpery, Derthamgeen §=6FuS — . a TOWNSEND, CHARLES, Sheffield Mar 12 Nicholson & Co, Wath upon Dearne, 
, oat aun Liecard. Chester } bron & Co, Liverpool nr Rotherham 

oo Witt mw ingha "7 tio -_ *- “reb rr “Do ~ as & 8 iw. A Inwick Vorck, JAMES ‘HENRY, Painswick,Glos Feb 28 Little & Whittingham, Stroud, Glos 

z ‘ . Warrs, Isaac, Chipel en le Frith, Derby, Farmer Feo 7 Davy, Cnapei en le Frith 

WILLIAMS, Robert, Liverpoo!, Builder Mar 2 Toulmin & Co, Liver 

WILLIAMS, NORMAN CLARINGBOULD, Tamworth, Staffs Feb 20 icks & Co, King st 
Covent Garden 

WILLIAMS, EDWARD EyR&, Shiplake on Thames, Oxford Maril6é Cohen & Cohen, Fins- 
bury cir 

Kino, ELLgN Linpo, Barton st, Barons Court rd, Kensingtoa I ooper & Co, | Wourr, ADELINE LaDy, Hampton Conrt Palace Feb 20 Dawes & Sons, Birchin In, 
Portman st. Portman # - : Lombard st 

HoLMAN, CAROLINE DArR MACDONALD, Newton Abbot, Devon Feb 22 Hacker & | wWorsiey, RICHARD, Clarendon pl, Hyde Park gdns Marl Dowson & Co, Surrey st, 
Michelmore, Newton Abb t Victoria Embankment 

LAMBSHEAD, Mary, Torquay Feb 22 Hacker & Michelmore, Newton Abbot Wricut, WILLIAM, Skellingthorpe, Lincoln, Farmer Feb7 Haslehurst, Lincoln 

LAMPARTER, JacoB HINRICH, Southend on Sea, Flour Factor Mar 1 Uvubbard, | ZoLLIKorgr, Lupwie Victor, Zurich, Switzerland Feb 28 Loughborough & Co, Austin 
Bloomsbury 8q friars 





HARRISON, GEORGE PEACOCK, Gembling, York, Farmer Maré ,Bainton & Terry, Bever- 
ley, Yorks 

HARYEY, Henry, Bovey Tracey, Devon, Yeoman Feb Hacker & Michelmore 
Newton Abbot 

HopGRInsow, ARNOLD, Southport Feb26 Longland, Warrington 


>) k yt —_ Notic “5 Ovnas - K, EDwA D my ae Ww Ae yy ye Saddler Saeeeet, ye BT Yorks, Butcher Bradford 
~ © yverhampton et Jan 16 Ord Jan 16 et Jan 15 rd Jan 18 
san ruf cy Cs. DAVIES, Lewis, Caerau, Glam, Dairyman Cardiff Pet | bE TRAFFORD, Sir HuUwpHREY F, Market Harborough 
tondon Gazette—¥ripay, Jan. 19 Jan 16 Ord Jan 16 Leicester, Baronet Leicester Pet Jan 4 Ord Jing 
ELLis, ARTHUR JAMES KIRKHAM, Longton, Leather WILLIAMS, Davip Hewitt, Doncaster, Farmer Sheffield 
FIRST MEETINGS Factor Stoke upon Tre.t PetJanié Ord Jan 16 Pet Jani8 Ord Jan 18 
ATKINSON, R Frank, Morlen, Surrey, Architect 3 HARTLEY, RICHARD FRANCIS, Richmond, Insurance Clerk | YOUNG, WILLIAM “ISLEY, Andover, Hants, Military 
at 12 ‘Bavkruptey bldgs, Carey st Wandsworth Pet Jan2 Ord Jan 16 Caterer Salisbury PetJan 20 0O.d Jan 20 
BRETT Joun DRA irdington, Birmiogham il JOHNSON, FREDERICK, Bo iraem uth Builder Poole Pot FIRST MEETINGS. 
6 at 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporati ml rs ne Ad — : <> Carter BEirminahs Pot | CUOLLWICK, EDWARD THOMAS, Wolverhampton, Saddler 
Birmingham a ee _ Febilatl2 Off Rec, 30, Lichfield st, W: lverhampton 
and Henfty Bond, Hastings, Bootms Fo ne Ae A Bath Pet Jan 19 | DALE, WILLIAM, Manchester, Chain Manufacturer Jan 31 
; off K 12a, Mar h pl i’ _ ~" t, Bath _ aes s ven at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
a 4-1 , " : DAV(k8, CLAUD RALPH, Llandilo, Carmarthenshi e, Solici 
JRANIC KATHERINE MARGUERITE, Neve M aes, THOMAS JOHN, Cardiff, Confectioner Cardiff Jon Sl atl2 30 Off Ree, 4, Que n oh, Grsmenthen " 
aq, South Kensington Jan at i | upt Pet Jan! he .- a . Ww hal — , ELLIS, ARTHUR JAMES KIRKHAM, Stoke up n Tr-nt, 
bi igs, Carey st atk oO j Engin = 8 BeEsJa ~~ N — - iJ my oss Leather Factor Jan 30 at 11.30 Off Kec, King @, 
COLLINGe, ERNEST, Rochdale, Printer Jar ; w 7 wr r Salford t ~ om v Newcastle, Staffor shire 
Town Hall, Rochdale ag iy ade ne Dalston + acking Cae Maker | Witton, ARTHUR, Chadde:ton, Lancs, Carrier Feb 2 at Il 
Lone, Bertiz, and Henny LonG, Newport, Lof W, Fruit igh Court Pet Nov 2s Ord Jan 1 Off Rec, Greaves st, Oldham 
Merchants Jan 30 at 2 Off Rec, 98, High st, New ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. | JAMES, ARTHUR, Beeston, Leeds, Architect Feb latll 
port, I of W : . , Davip, JoHN, Llanharan, Glam, Farmer Cardiff Adjud Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 
LOXLEY, ARTHUR, Bath, Builder Jan 31 at11.50 Off Ree Aug4 Annu Jan 8 JAMFS, CHARLES, High st, Peckham, Boot and Shoe Dealer 
26, Baliwin st, Bristol or ba Feb 2atll Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st ; 
MARSHALL, Joserm ARTHUR, Great Grimsby, Tailor London Gazette. —TUESDAY, Jan. 23 KING, HENRY, Birmingham, Carter Feb2at12 Ruskin 
Jan 26 at 11 Off Rec, St Mary's chmbrs, Great RECEIVING ORDERS chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 
Grimeaby GOULDING, ALBERT, Paignton, Devon, Coal Mere ant | MEAKING, LILY, Aston, Birmingham Feb 2 at 11.30 
Owes, Gomer, Glanamman, (Carmarthenshire, Collier ‘lymouth Pet Ja: 19 (rd Jan 19 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 
Jan 27 at1i.30 Off Ree, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen HiLTON ARTHUR, Chadderton, Lancs, Carrier Oldhim | ELOMBIES, GERARD RANSDAL, Aerodrome, Hounsl #, 
PARTRIDGE, SYDNEY, Middlesbrough, Paiiter Jan 26 at Pet Jan18 Ord Jan 1s Lieutenant Jan 3lati1l Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, 
lt Off Ree, Court chinbra, Albert rd, Middlesbrough JAMES CHARLES, High st, Pe kham, Boot and Shoe Newport, Mon 
STOCKLEY, ERNEST EvGar, Wood st, Licensed Victua ler Dealer Hi h‘ourt Pet J n19 Ord Jan 19 PARKER, SAMUEL RICHARD, Netherton, Worcester, Grocct 
Jan Slat 11 Bankruptcy bhigs, Carey st LLOYD, JoaEPH|BAXTER, Leigh, Lancs, Le@ee of a: Theatre Feblati2 Off Rec, 1, Priory st, Dudley 
Wiison, James, Cambridge, Tailor Jan26at12 Off Rec oton Pet Jan 19 Ori Jan 19 STAINES, FRANK, Mald:n, Suriey, Engineer Feb lat I! 
Petty Cury, Cambridge MASTERS, FLORENCE KATE, Chesterton,Aambs Camb <dge | Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
\ DJUDICATIONS Pet Jan 20 Ord Jan 20 | THURSBY, IRA, Kelbrook, Yorks, Butcher Jan 31 at ll 
— , PARKINS WILLIAM, Penrhynd<«udraeth, Me:ion-thshire | Ot Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 
BALLINGER, ARTHUR JoHN, Cinderford, Glos, Chemist, Station Master Portmadoc Pet Jan 19 Ord tan 19 | L TavuBER & Co, Moor In, Lace Merchants Feb 28 at 12 
Gileucester Pet Jan 1 Ord Jan 17 STAINES, FRANK, Malden, Surrey, Engineer High Court Jankruptey bidgs, Carey st 
CARTWRIGHT, JEANIE KATHERINE MARGUERITE, Nevern Pet Nov 24 Ord Jan 18 | WHITEHOUSE, ALFRED, Hampton in Arden, Warwick 
sj, South Kensington High Court Pet Janis Ord L Tauser & Co,! 5 and 7 Moor In, Lace Merchants Manager Feb 2 at 12.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 1 
Jau 15 High Court Pet Dec? Ord Jan 13, Corporation st, Birmingham 











THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


24, MOoOooORGaAaT=y STREET, LOMDOWN, =zI.c. 
ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICHNSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitable Clauses for insertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent va 


application. 
POOLING INSURANCE. 
The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURGLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 
APPhY FOR PROSPECTUS. 











